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ABSTRACT 

Because of the dramatic increases in nonmedical drug 
use in the 1960 f s, hundreds of surveys have been conducted to gain 
perspective on its extent and nature. This compendium is a 
compilation of quantitative information abstracted from studies on 
drug use, published since 1971. It examines methodological questions 
essential for interpreting and using the findings, and it summarizes 
major patterns and trends revealed by th* surveys. The surveys found 
on the'ext^it of nonmedical drug use fell into four general- 
categories: (1) nationwide surveys; (2) surveys of high school 
populations; {3} surveys of college and university populations; and 
(4) surveys of other Kinds of populations. The compendium offers a 
summary and interpretation of the overall findings as indicated by 
comparisons by geographic region, by age and grade in school, by sex r 
by sociodemographic characteristics, and over time. (Author/PC) 
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INTRODUCTION 



Because of the dramatic increases in nonmedical drug use in the 1960's, 
literally hundreds of surveys have been conducted to gain perspective on 
its extent and nature. The results of these surveys have been' of consid- 
erable interest to policymakers, researchers, and the public* Some of the 
survey results have been published in professional journals. Others have 
been released independently as 'technical reports. Still others, not 
published at all, have been circulated only in groups of interested persons. 
This compendium brings together statistics^ from recent surveys of groups 
and the general population. \ 



A number of surveys have been conducted iiklimited populations, mainly 
in schools and colleges. In 1971, the first nationwide survey of "the general 
population yas conducted for the National Commission on Marihuana and Drug 
Abuse; a second' one was conducted fn late 1972. (Before 1971, several 
nationwide surveys were conducted by polling organizations* but information . 
available from them is scanty; see Berg and Broecker 19^) Thus, the base 
gf information from surveys is now considerabl]/ expanded\ver that of the 
earJLier compilations (Berg 11:970; Berg and Broecke^ 1972). \Ef forts to 
measure the extent and nature of nonmedical drug use nationwUe^are being 
continued by the National Institute on Drug Abuse* \* 

Although the earlier compilations depended primarily on surveys of 
limited populations (e.g., students in schools and colleges), they were 
valuable then as the only data sources for portrayal of the national pic- 
ture. Limited surveys continue to be of interest since they focus on 
special patterns of nonmedical drug use not ascertainable in nationwide « 
sample, surveys. 

To the extent that t^ f is a compilation of quantitative information 
abstracted from xecent studies ; it is a continuation of the earlier work 
(Berg 1970; Berg and Broecker 1972). However, tUs compendium' also examines 
methodological questions essential for interpreting and using the findings, 
and it summarizes major patterns and trends revealed by the surveys * 

DEVELOPING THE COMPENDIUM 

The first stejS in developing the compendium wag the collection from all 
available sources of any published or unpublished reports of recent studies 
that contain statistics >on .the extent of nonmedical drug use. The surveys 
found* were of four general types: 

1. Nationwide surveys, 

2. Surveys of high school populations, 

3. ; Surveys of college and university populations, and 
~ 4/ Surveys of other kinds of populations. 

"Recent" was defined as having been published or becoming available in 1971 
or later." Because of the time lag between manuscript preparation and 
appearance of* published articles, some of the surveys^epor^ed-^^fe^actually 
conducted before 1971. . ~~~~ 



The second step was the extraction and compilation of statistics on 
the extent of use from each report collected. For each report to be 
included in the compendium, statistics were compiled in a standard format 
as an abstract. The abstract was labeled with an item number to facilitate ' 
text referencing, and a full bibliographic reference .was given for identi- 
fying the original report. ( 

Each abstract highlights the quantitative information in the report, 
and describes as concisely as possible the context (the purpose, setting, 
and methods of the survey). The population surveyed, the geographic region 
and community (type and size) and the data collection technique are -de- 
scribed if the information. was available or could be inferred. Either the 
number of respondents or the sample size are given. In many cases a sample, 
in the statistical sense, was not involved. (This point is discussed more 
fully in the methodology section below.) 

Abstracts are grouped by the four types of surveys in appendices A, B, 
C, and D. Also included are appendices E and F— a master list of. the 
bibliographic citations for the 98 abstracted reports and an index of 
individual authors with the item numbers of their papers or reports. Since 
most surveys on nonmedical drug use have information on the use of other 
kinds- of substances and on social and demographic characteristics of 
respondents, an index of other measured variables is included as appendix G. 

As a commentary on the populations of interest, the surveys of high 
school populations make up the largest subset of abstracted items. Appar- 
ently the interest in assessing the extent of drug abuse has centered on 
students in the junior and senior high schools. Next in order have been 
various student populations in colleges and universities. Less has been 
done in surveying the extent of drug abuse among populations other than 
those. Because of the imbalance among types of surveys , /spurs high school 
and college surveys were omitted, but all of the eligible nationwide surveys 
and those of non-student populations were included. 

A PREVIEW OF SURVEY TERMINOLOGY 

"Percentage of respondents," a phrase used almost uniformly throughout 
the abstracts, should be interpreted literally. It means the percentage of 
those who responded to the questionnaire or other survey instrument. There 
were a few cases in which the abstracter performed a minor amount of calcula 
tion in order to present the data as percentages of respondents. When this 
was done, it was indicated on the abstract that the cited data .. . have 
been inferred." "Notes" on each abstract contain information needed to 
place the quantitative information in the context of the survey. . 

The degree to which percentages -of-respondentrin the surveys reported 
reflect-unbiased-ana-pfi^ise estimates of the corresponding percentages in 
-thTTarget population is generally not known. The degree depends on the 
extent to which the sample or the set of respondents truly represents the 
Srg£ £p2Ei<m. (Aspects of this problem are dealt with in the sectxon 
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on methodology*) Strictly literal interpretations limit the quantitative 
conclusions which can beadrawn. However, these conclusions are based on 
the best and latest available information on the extent of drug abuse in 
the United States. 

The precise terminology used by the authors of the reports, but not 
necessarily the order of presentation, is retained in the abstracts* 
Generally, the order is as follows: 

Marihuana and hashish 
Hallucinogens, psychedelics, etc* 
Amphetamines, stimulants, etc* 
Barbiturates, depressants, etc* 
Opiates, narcotics 
Inhalants, etc; 

Authors often defined generic terms to indicate what they included, but 
those definitions varied slightly from one report -to another; for example, 
sometimes '"hallucinogens" included LSD, sometimes not. Other authors did 
not clearly indicate what a given term was intended to include. Occasionally 
the same drugs were found classified or grouped in different ways. The 
abstracted studies covered about 60 different drug names. 

* The measure that the authors used most frequently in the abstracted 
surveys was "ever used." Regrettably, it is the . least meaningful measure 
because it embraces the entire spectrum of users — from those who tried a 
drug only once to those who use the drug several times a day. The ways in 
which the time element was introduced also varied widely. Some examples 
are: "during the past year," "in the current school year," "withih the 
previous 6 months," "during the last 3 months," and "in the past 7 days." 

In addition to the abqve inconsistencies, terms were used differently 
in different studies: the term regular use was d<*fin*.d'in one study as 
"daily use"; in another, as ''more than once.a week," in still others as 
"twice* a month to twice a week" or "at least six times a month." Other terms 
either defined explicitly or left to the subjective judgment of the respond- 
ent were "frequent ," "occasional ," "often ," "extreme ," "casual ," "heavy ," 
" and "habitual ." 

f Although the phenomenon of nonmedical drug usejioes-not~f If^the disease 
model in all respects, this area^ojLresearchTis often referred to -as 
epidemiology. J^Jts~surprislng, therefore, that the traditional concepts of 
>revalencerim3 incidence have not been used very often. 



SUMMARY AND INTERPRETATION OF FINDINGS 

The surveys abstracted dealt with a wide range of nonmedical drugs and 
employed a considerable variety of measures of the extent of use. The 
surveys were conducted in a variety of different ways on different populations 
in widely separated parts of the country in different years, and the 
statistics were subject to biases and unknown amounts of random error. 
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Thus, for a number of reasons, the results from individual surveys 
cannot easily be combined. Nevertheless , tentative conclusions can be 
drawn about the" extent and nature of use. Since differences have not been 
tested for significance, all conclusions are based on visual inspection of 
the order and magnitude of differences. 

Comparisons within a single survey are more likely to be reliable than 
those between different surveys because some of the extraneous factors tend 
to be constant within a survey. The strongest conclusions are based on 
comparisons within individual surveys. Less credible are those conclusions 
supported uy the results of two or more independent surveys. 

Comparisons by Geographic Region 

The data from five of eight nationwide surveys made possible comparisons 
by geographic regions classified as West, Northeast, North Central, and 
South. Those data are in table 1. For marijuana in 1971 and 1972, the 
percentages for adult and youth respondents who "ever used" were generally 
highest in the West and lowest in the South. However, both 1971 and 1972 
percentages for adults and youth in the Northeast and North Central did 
not appear to be significantly different. For LSD use by adults and youth 
in 1972, the figures appeared in decreasing order for the West, North Cen- 
tral Northeast, and South but were almost equal for the Northeast and 
South For cocaine use by adults in 1972, the decreasing order was the same 
as that for LSD, but data for youth indicated little if any difference by 
region. The percentages for heroin iTse in 1972 and 1971 were so small, for/ 
both adults and youth, that the regional differences could not be taken 
seriously; in fact, the sampling error was as large or larger than any . 
differences. 

Drug use data by region were available from the survey conducted in 
selected high schools (item 28). The weighted averages (computed^ad^-by 
the present authors) in table 2 cannot be^fiered_as-trulirrepresentative 
data for the regions since the-sehools-were selected purposively, not 
sam P led_randomlyr-~Am5ng the senior high schools were eight possible com- 
-pa7isVns. ' The percentages were highest for the West Coast schools in five 
comparisons; the East Coast in two; and the Midwest in one. Among the 
junior high schools, the West Coast percentages were higher than those of 
the East Coast schools in all comparisons. 

There was no basis for concluding from these comparisons that regional 
differences may be diminishing, as some have speculated. Nationwide data 
to be reported later in 1974 will provide up-to-date estimates of recent 
changes in regional patterns. 



Comparisons by Age and Grade in School 

Comparisons of use by age, within given surveys, showed a fairly con- 
sistent pattern: the percentages, for those who ever used drugs were higher 
in later adolescence and young adulthood. The percentages increased with 



V 

fairly regular increments from age 12 to that period and then decreased to 
very small percentages after age 50* There was one major exception 
(volatile substances) and many minor fluctuations, but the general pattern 
was plain* 

. Broader influences on age differences from single-time surveys must be 
made cautiously. When the use dimension under consideration is "ever used," 
it would be logical to expect that, with all other conditions remaining 
the same, higher use rates would occur at successively older ages (i.e., 
cumulative percentages for each individual's use).- Social and historical 
forces change this logical expectation, however. Even though all age groups 
were exposed to the same phenomenon in recent years, older ag6 groups were 
not exposed at the same age as modern adolescents have been. The observed 
age differences' in percentage who ever used undoubtedly reflect real 
differences in predisposition or vulnerability. It, will be of: interest to 
observe the peak of "ever used 11 percentages in the 'future to see whether * - 
it remains the same. 

The nationwide differences in use by -age groups are shown In items 1, 
2, and 3. Where figures were available on the entire age range '(from 12 to 
50 and older), the peak of the percentages was in the 18-21 or '18-25 ages; 
the next most prominent peak was in the 16-17 % s for cocaine use and the 
26-34 9 s for LSD use. The low figures for* heroin use made age comparisons 
outside the predominant 18-25 group difficult. Figures from statewide 
studies (items 74, 75, 76, and 98) suggest that the group of adolescents 
under 18 years (14 to 17 years) may also be significant, at least during 
the years in which those surveys_were conducted (1972 and 1973). — 

For the adolescents,_p_ercentages~ by" grade in the numerous school sur- 
veys are good.indicators of differences by age. Table 2 shows that the 
— usa^ge^rates in junior high schools are generally lower than the corresponding 
rates in high schools, for marijuana, LSD, Methedrine and amphetamines; but 
the contrast is less clear for barbiturates, cocaine and heroin. - For 
inhalants, *the pattern is clearly reversed — usage rates are higher in the 

junior high schools than in the high schools. 

** * 

Observation of 25 of the school surveys showed that use of most drugs 
(except inhalants) increased with grade level (typically, grades 7-12). 
For inhalants, there was a tendency for Use to peak in grade 9 (about age 
15) and then to taper off somewhat. The pattern increases by age for the 
other drugs appeared most pronounced for marijuana and somewhat less 
noticeable for hallucinogens, amphetamines, barbiturates, and narcotics. 

The patterns did not hold in all drug/grade categories. In a few case*;, 
usage appeared to fall off slightly at the grade 12 level. The majority of 
the evidence, however, indicated an increasing trend by grade level for all 
drugs except inhalants. For the latter, the usage peak at grade 9 was sup- 
ported by several surveys. 
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Table 1 



Regional Variations .in Percentages of Respondents 
Who^Have Ever Used the Indicated Drugs 

* 

Respondents Type of Drug Used _ 

by Regions Marijuana LSD Cocaine Heroia 



Adults. 1972 (Item 1) 
West 

Northeast 

North Central 15 6.0 4.6 1.2 



33 10.0 " 5.5 1.6 

14 2.3 2.0 '<- 1.6 



South 



8 1.9 1.4 0.9 



Adults, 1971 (Item 3) 

West . 21 

Northeast 20 

North Central • 19 

South 5 



Youth, 1972 (Item 2) 
West 

- - Northeast n n 

North Central 13.1 4.4 1.5 0.0 

South 7.0 3.8 1.4 . -1.4 



23.5 8.7 1.7 0:4 

15.3 3.8 1.6 0.3 



Youth. 1971 (Item 3/Item 5) 

West 26/23 

Northeast 16/20 

North Central 13/13 

South 7/11 
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Table 2 



Regional Variations in Weighted Averages of 
X. Percentages of Respondents Who Have Ever Tried the Indicated 

Drugs (Item 28) 



High Schools 
West Coast 
East Coast 
Midvrest 
Southeast 



Marijuana LSD v Methedrine Amphetamines 



42.9 
39.1 
37.6 
24.8 



14.7 
9.7 

10.9 
9.3 



13.3 
9.3 

12.5 
9.2 



21.0 
16.8 
14.6 
11.5 



Junior High Schools 
West Coast 
East Coast 



34.7 
12.6 



10<7 
4.4 



8.8 
3.5 



19.7 
6.7 



Barbiturates Cocaine 



Heroin 



Inhalants 



High School s 
West Coasc 
East Coast 
Midwest 
• Southeast 



21.1 
19.2 
17.0 
12.5 



8.6 
8.2 
9.2 
8.6 



5.6 
6.0 
5.1 
6.1 



9.6 
10.8 
10.5 

9.5 



Junior High Schools 
West Coast 
East Coast 



22.9 
7.4 



9.0 
5.1 



5.0 
3.8 



15.5 
li.9 



Comparisons by Sex • " » 

./ - 

There were 30 surveys in which males' drug use could be compared with 
that of females. The most common. occurrence was for males, use to exceed 
that of females.* The exceptions were for amphetamines, barbiturates, 
"speed," and sedatives or tranquilizers, where females' usfe exceeded males 
(items 9, 14, 15, 16, 17, 31* and*50). Interestingly, in a study not 
abstracted here, females- show up. in larger numbers than males among adults 
using the ethical sedatives, stimulants, and tranquilizers- for therapeutic 
rather than nonmedical purposes (Parry at al. 1971). In the younger 
groups,' nonmedical use by males appeared to be only slightly higher than 
that by females, and even those slight differences are probably not 
statistically significant. It is possible at the junior high level -for as 
many .girls as boys to have been experimenting with Jhe illegal- drugs. 

Comparisons by Sociodemographic Characteristics 0 

Other characteristics of interest ia comparisons of extent of drug use 
were socioeconomic status, racial or ethnic origin, and type of community. 
.Scattered quantitative information on these characteristics appeared in a 
•number of the surveys covered. 

' "information relating drug use to socioeconomic status or income was 
"found in six surveys (items 43,. 44, 46, 49, 74, and 75). The general-im- 
pression was that drug use increases with the degree of affluence of the 
•respondents. In. three surveys, the data indicated that the extent of use • 
. of marijuana and other nonopiates peaks somewhat below the top of the socio- 
economic scale, however that scale is defined. 

■ Race or ethnic origin was examined in at least ten of the surveys 
covered (items 1, 3, 12, 31, 43, 74, 76 79, 90 and 98) If <*« e " nces 
existed, they were not clear from these data. Among adults in the "72 , 
nationwide survey data, nonwhites more often than whites reported that they 
had used marijuana, cocaine, or heroin; whereas whites more of ten reported 
having used LSD. This tendency was not borne out in Texas high schools 
(item 43), where Anglo students exceeded both black and Mexican-American 
•students in marijuana use, and in North Carolina, where use by. white students 
.exceeded that by black students in every category (item 12). Nor was the 
tendency borne out in two other surveys (items 31 and 98) where black 
respondents exceeded whites in all drug categories. More blacks than whites 
reported use of opiates and volatile substances in four of six reports where 
such comparisons were possible. It seems obvious that more exploration of 
racial or ethnic differences must be made before a clear pattern is 
discernible. \ 

. * Differences in community type were reported in several ways. Refer- 
ences were made to metropolitan versus nonmetrotolitan areas, to large 
versus medium versus small cities or rural areak, or to urban versus . 
'^Iburtan or ruraTlreas. In most studies and fbr most drugs, the usage 
iigures were highest in the metropolitan or urb/an areas, lower in medium 



or small cities and suburban areas, and lowest in rur^ areas. In one 
study, however, marijuana, LSD, and me thamphet amine usages were highest 
in suburban areas and next highest in* urban areas* 

Other characteristics examined in various Studies were religion, occupa- 
tion, employment status, educational level, and marital status* Among the 
surveys covered, not enough evidence was available to attempt conclusions 
about differences shown by these characteristics* Special analyses of these 
data and of others to be collected are needed to cast light on such relation- 
ships J.f they exist* 

Comparisons over Time 

9 

In a discussion of the extent of drug use or abuse, the question of 
greatest interest and -practical importance often is whether it is increasing, 
decreasing, .or remaining about the same* Reliable answers enable planners 
of prevention, rehabilitation, and education programs to commit resources 
efficiently* Unreliable answers can either scare parents, educators, and 
others unnecessarily or lull them into complacency, > 

- ■ t* 

Three types of surveys of drug use lend themselves to interpretation 
of time effects: 

1. Those that measure characteristics of the same individuals over 
time, sometimes referred to as panel studies or follow-up 
studies; 

2. Those that measure trends over time in the same types of groups , 
such as studies of grades 7-12, auto workers, or any groujf 
assumed to remain about the same in characteristics from one 
year to the next; and 

3. Those that measure trends over time in the same defined popu- 
lation , such as adolescents aged 12 to 17 in the United States* 

In all three types, the initial survey may be conducted on a sample 
of individuals* In the panel study, the same individuals are contacted in 
successive years; in the second and third types, successive samples (usually) 
of different individuals are taken. The trend studies of groups or popula- 
tions are easier to maintain than panel studies, which always encounter the 
problems of sample attrition* Trend studies must &sure that sampling and 
the conditions of administration are consistent from one time to the next 
and that the groups themselves have not changed in vays that might affect 
the characteristic under study. 



A number of surveys included in this compendiuoulent themselves to 
interpretation about changes in^ nonmedical drug use rn recent years* They 
were those in which the measuring instrument (e.g.[, questionnaire or 
interview schedule) remained standard, and the individuals > groups, or 
•populations were the same throughout. Unfortunately, none of the surveys 
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provided figures more recent than 0.972. Included, however, were the nation- 
wide sample surveys of the general population of the United SUtes, which 
were more- comprehensive than the available school or college surveys. The 
only' panel studies fcr exunina.tion were conducted, with student populations 
and among .those, figures later than 1971 have not been reported. 

Tr/»rid data on'current or regular use is not available in the pertinent 
surveys." Data for those having "ever used" are much more common, but they 
leave many questions unanswered. 

One tr°nd is evidenced by comparison of marijuana figures from two 
nationwide studies' (items i, 2, and 3) of adults and youth: 

ges of U.S. Population Who Ever Used Marijua na, 1971 and 1972 

1971 1972 



Youth 12-17 14 13 - 4 

Adults - 18 years 15 14*7 

According to these figures, the extent of marijuana use appears to. have 
"stabilized for both age groups. Examination of subgroup figures in the % 
abstracts also showed no discernible differences between those years. 

Results of \ nationwide panel study of college students at^S colleges 
and universities illustrated the pitfalls of depending on such ever used 
Sgures for accurate estimates of changes (item 6). The "ever used" figures 
-howed large, consistent increases in every category of drugs between 1969- 
1970 and 1970-1971. One would not expect any decreases in a panel study, 
of course, because the data represent cumulative use by individuals. At 
another level of use, "during the academic year," increases occurred but 
not in all categories of drugs: (1)' narcotic" cough syrups and special 
stances" did not increase, (2) increases for recent use of marijuana and- 
hashish were pronounced, (3) increases for other drug categories were 
smaller, and (4) all increases in use during the ensuing year were smaller 
than those in the "ever used" figures. This is good evidence that some 
portion of the increase" in the ;'ever used" figures was due to experimental 
or ona-time use. 

figures reflecting changes in "regular" use among the students in 
the nationwide panel study were even more revealing. The percentages using 
regularlv. except for marijuana and hashish, were less than 3 percent ana 
the increases, where they occurred, involved less than 1 percent of the 
respondents. Five categories of drugs showed the same or lower rates the 
second year: opium, heroin, other narcotics,' narcotic cough syrups, and 
special substances. For marijuana and hashish, however, all levels of 
use "any use in one's lifetime," "during the past year," and "regular 
use'," increased rather heavily among college students between those two 



years. 



The question arises as to whether the nationwide- figures indicating 
stabilization of marijuana use in 1972, and the student panel data indica- 
ting sharp increases in that same period, can be reconciled. They can be 
reconciled if one considers the fact that college students n\ake up only 
about 3% of the population* Even an increase in drug use as large as 50% in 
this group does not drastically affect the nationwide rate. Thus, the 
national usage pattern can appear stable while rates of small subgroups 
expand. * * 

Among the trend surveys included in the compendium, the earliest and 
longest is the set from the junior and senior high schools of San Mateo 
County, California, conducted annually since 1968 (item 9). The survey 
technique used is typical of surveys made in high schools: all students 
present on the day of the survey fill out a questionnaire; the forms* terms, 
and methods remained standard over the years. Usage was defiled in gelation 
to a specific time period (the year preceding the survey). There appeared 
to be the following trends la the San. Mateo data over the past 4 years: 

1. Fbr marijuana, the trend was a steady increase over the ye^rs 
1970-73, though the rate of increase appeared to slow after 

K 1971. Small decreases in some sex * or grade categories could 

have resulted from random error. * 

2. For u any use during the past year" of LSD, about half the sex 
and grade 'categories showed an inc*fcass (sometimes 'small) 
between successive years. In the others-half, some decreases 
between successive years were found. In the categories of 
heavier use (10 or more, 50 or more>, the figures tended to 
be steady or even to decrease over the years 1970-73 • 

3. For amphetamines and barbiturates, there is evidence of a 
decrease between 1972 and 1973, and in some cases, decreases 
were earlier, between 1971 and 1972. • 

4. For heroin, many of the observed differences were so small they 
could have been due to random" error. There was no evidence of 
a consistent trend. 

Eiglit other surveys were abstracted in which comparisons over time 
could fie made. Four were secondary school surveys (items 13, 14, 17, and, 
19) . A number of the increases* in current use (defined as "use during the 

past year") were relatively small between 1969-70 and 1971-72, and there 

were some decreases. The other -four surveys were in colleges- or-univefsi- 
ties (items 4, 6, 56, and 60). The ^t^ndeneie^-^LfTall four were toward 
increases) Jjoth-iJo-the u evef"Tised" figures and the "use during the pre- 
-~cedifig"lT (or 12) months." 

To summarize the available time-series data, the trends are not clear- 
cut. Marijuana use appears to have stabilized for the population as a 
whole, but not for college students. When the portion of users considered 
"current" or "regular" was considered, most changes were positive but small. 



COMMENTS ON SURVEY METHODS 

Selection, application, and improve^t^^meth^os^f^urveying drug 
use serve one goal: to^^cMeve^s^truean estimate, as possible of the 
phenomenon^ir^hTTaefinTd group or population of individuals. Biases in an 
estimate can arise from a number of sources discussed in this section. Cer- 
tain general principles or requirements can 'be followed to insure the best 
approximation to. a true estimate. The aspects of surveying which are of 
primary concern are sampling, nonresponse bias, anonymity, questionnaire 
preparation, and the administration of questionnaires, 



Sampling 

Generally speaking, the abstracted reports provided little detail on 
the sampling techniques used. Available information was indicated briefly 
in the "Notes" on the abstracts. Some reports contained helpful discussions 
of the extent to which the samples. were representative of the target popu- 
lation and supported the discussion with comparisons of social and demo- 
graphic characteristics of the population and the sample. Some samples 
were selected purposively, in order to accomplish specific objectives of 
the investigators. 

A fairly common practice in .conducting drug use surveys in high schools 
has been to -give questionnaires to all students who are present on the day 
of the survey and to excuse those. who do not wish to participate. Even when 
random samples were drawn, studenfcWere excused on their -own request or . 
that of their parents. Concerns over human rights and new requirements for 
informed consent are widespread and have resulted in nearly universal 
practice of voluntary participation. (Voluntary, does not imply volunteer 
participation, however; in most cases, subjects are expected to participate 
unless they refuse or object.). Methodological studies are needed to 
determine how much (if any) bias is introduced by voluntary participation. 

In several studies, data were obtained by quota sampling, rather than 
. random or probability sampling. In one variety of quota sampling, the 
population is divided into areas, and a specified number of those areas is 
randomly chosen for the 'sample; within each chosen area, a subsample of 
blocks, districts, or wards is taken, and within each of these an inter- 
viewer is assigned a quota of interviews to complete. Unless directed 
otherwise, the interviewer selects the sample members. This deviation from 
the principle of fully random selection is likely to result in sampling 
bias and margins of sampling error (predicated on random procedures) cannot 
be estimated . 

Quota samples in household interview surveys often overrepresent the 
retired, the unemployed, families with small children, and others who are 
likely to be at home when an interviewer calls. The young, the single or 
divorced, the large-city dwellers, the employed females, and others who are 
likely to be away from home during the day are underrepresented. Under- 
representation of the young and the large-city dwellers will almost cer- 
tainly bias the estimates of drug. use in a downward direction. 



Sample Size 



In many o± the reports, statements were made to the effect that the 
sample constituted a stated percentage of the target population. There 
was little or no discussion of the rationale for the particular sample size 
selected, however. Good practice in sample survey methodology requires 
that the determination of sample size be based on the precision desired jtn ' 
the estimates. The final decision is usually a tradeoff or compromise 
between desired precision and the constraints of available resources. There 
was little evidence in the reports abstracted that sample size was based 
on a desired precision in the estimates. (It must be pointed out that the 
important consideration is the absolute size of the sample, not the fact 
that it constituted ,f x ,r percent of the population.) 

Nonresponse Bias 

, - * <*» # 

Bias due to nonresponse is the most serious problem encountered in 

-surveys for information on sensitive issues. It i£ difficult to cope with 

because the basic right of the individual to reftfse^to vQlunteer personal 

information must be respected. In surveys of drug "abuse in the'"school 

systems, the following can be important sources of bias due to nonresponse: * 

1. Absenteeism on the day of the survev, 

2. Failure of some of those present to return questionnaires, and 

3. Discarding of questionnaires by the researcher because of in- 
complete responses, inconsistencies, ' obviously frivolous 
responses, and the like. 

The same considerations apply, i,n yarying extents, to surveys made in 
universities and in other populations.' A,s long as the researcher has no 
information on those who failed or refused tio respond, he cannot estixoate 
either the extent. or the direction of , the bias due to nonresponse. 

On the positive side, one can say that if a researcher has a random 
sample or a probability sample from his target population and if the rate 
of nonresponse is relatively low, the bias due to nonresponse will be 
relatively low. ! However, to go beyond this and try to estimate either 
. the direction or! the extent of the bias without quantitative information on 
the nonrespondents is risky. Subjective judgment of the "representativeness 
of samples or the probable effects of nonresponse will not solve the 
quantitative problem. 

Response Validity 

Most investigators have assumed that assurance of confidentiality of 
data was critical for validity of responses about nonmedical drug use, pri- 
marily because of its illicit or illegal aspect. Generally, appropriate 
steps have been taken by investigators to preserve anonymity. One 



surprising piece of evidence is that anonymity may not affect the validity 
of responses as severely as expected, at least among secondary school stu- 
dents: in a comparison' of responses by students who either did or did not. 
give their names, drug use was no higher in the anonymous group; in fact, it 
was slightly* (but not significantly) higher in "the group who' identified 
themselves by names (Haberaan et al. 1972). Thus, assurance of anonymity may 
not be as critical as assumed for certat". groups, but it is still an 
advisable precaution against violation of confidentiality. 

Many of the questionnaires used in the surveys included checks on the 
validity and reliability of responses. These included (1) efforts to detect 
consistent overstatement or understatement of usage^ (2) questions asked in 
more than one way to detect logically inconsistent responses, (3) requests 
that the respondents indicate the degree of accuracy witfi which they have 
completed the questionnaire, and (4$ questions about usage of mythical or 
nonexistent drugs. 

In evaluating consistent overstatement or understatement, the researcher 
looks for responses outside a range "that he Considers reasonable on the basis 
of knowledge or experience. (This is essentially the same as detecting 
outliers in statistical distributions.) Such evaluation procedures have 
merit if applied with caution-and judgment and within limits (i.e., not to^ 
the point of accepting poorly collected data or rejecting unusual findings). 

Logically inconsistent responses are apparent when the respondent answers 
two related questions in such a way that both answers cannot be correct 
(i.e., the respondent contradicts himself). If the number of responses that 
are consistently too high, consistently too low, or logically inconsistent 
constitutes a small percentage of the total number of responses, the researcher 
can conclude that the estimates will not be seriously affected. If a rela- 
tively large number of responses have these deficiencies, something is 
probably wrong with the survey. 

Occasionally respondents are asked to make a self -appraisal of the 
accuracy of their own responses.. This can be useful when results are 
inconsistent, but positive answers .do not assure validity. Perhaps, prefer- 
able to a self-appraisal question is the one asked abouta mythical. or 
nonexistent drug. In methodological studies, of high school students, re- 
ported use of a fictitious drug, "Eljoz," was correlated with higher reported 
use of real drugs (Elinson 1973a). 

Other types of validity checks require efforts leyond the questionnaire 
construction methods mentioned above. For example, urinalysis can be used to 
validate recent use^of certain drug types (opiates, amphetamines, and 
barbiturates). Comparison with records from other sources is another method. 
Research is sorely needed to improve methods and increase confidence in 
epidemiological data from surveys. . 



Questionnaire Preparation and Administration 

/ ^ * 

Some of the reports collected for this compendium included a copy of the 
questionnaire used; others did not* From those available, it appeared that 
most researchers designed the form to satisfy their own needs and objectives 
and that the approaches to questionnaire development were haphazard and 
subjective* Questions were asked in sufficiently different ways to render 
. comparisons of the responses nearly impossible* 

There was little information on whether or not questionnaires were 
pretested before use. Pretesting would have enabled researchers to clarify 
ambiguities in the questions and to foresee and eliminate other difficulties 
designed into the forms. Operational definitions, presently being addressed 
in a project, * hopefully will lead to efforts for consistency and compara- 
bility of results (Elinsori 1973b). * * 

. f 

Arrangements for administering questionnaires also varied considerably* 
Responses can easily be affected by administrative procedures; for example, 
prior announcement of. the day and time of a drug use survey may affect the 
spontaneity of responses and the class absences. Drug use is known to vary 
significantly between those present oif absent from school: use is such 
higher among absentees (Elinson 1973a). 

. Methodological Requirements 

When assessing the extent of the drug abuse problem, there are tempta- 
tions to interpret published results as if they were applicable to wider 
populations than those surveyed. For the reasons discussed above, 
generalizations or comparisons of results, apart from the total context in 
which those results were obtained, should be approached with caution. 



Reliable, valid estimates for generalization to wider groups and popu- 
lations are possible if the following requirements are met: 

1. A random sample or a probability sample should be drawn from 
the target population. 

2. The sample size should be a compromise between the desired 
precision of estimates" and* the resources available for the 
survey. 

3. Bias due to nonresponse should be estimated from statistically 
acceptable data. 

4. The questionnaire should be carefully designed and pretested 
» prior to use in the actual survey. 

5. Validity checks should be chosen carefully so as to avoid mis- 
, leading information. 
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6. The protocol for the administration of the questionnaire should 

be cajrefully worked out so that respondents are properly in- 
% " formed about all relevant aspects of the survey. If the question- 
naire is administered to different subsets of the sample by 
different people, steps should be taken to assure uniform ad- 
herence to the administrative protocol. 

In addition to the above, it is desirable from a statistical point of view 
that published estimates include an indication of the range of variability 
in those estimates, such as a statistical confidence interval. If estimates 
are to be obtained for comparisons between populations, these general 
requirements should be met uniformly over the set of populations to be 
compared; 
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APPENDIX A 



ABSTRACTS 
NATIONWIDE SURVEYS 
ITEM NOS. 1-8 



23 



9A 



National cross- 
section of adults 
1972. . 



CtfOR. 

Region 
Nationwide 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Sclf-ailraln. 
question- 
naire 



S aspic 

$j zc Ever Used 

2411 All Adults 

1023 Sex : Male 
1388 Female 

378 A&S.: 18-21 

394 22-25 

390 26-29 

772 18-25 
5o2 26-34 
441 35-49 
590 50 & over 

Education 
700 LeSs than H.S. grad. 
810 H.S. grad. 
873 College or xc^c 

Region 
532 Northeast 
692 North Central 
802 South 
385 West 

Race 
2224 White 
187 Other 

Cosaunity Type 
682 Large Metro 
906 Other Metro 
823 Non-Metro 

Marijuana Expcr. 
477 Yes 
1934 No 

234 MarHuana Users, 



Marl tuana 

K..7 

22 

13 



Percentage of Weighted Frequcnc 
LSD Cocaine Hcrol 



13 
3> 

1 ♦ 

1> 
3 
33 

1> 
2L 

21 
2) 
> 

100.0 
0.0 
100.0 



4.6 
7.2 
2.2 
22.0 
14.0 
6.0 

18.2 
3.7 
0.1 
0.2 

1.1 
3.0 
10.4 

2.3 
6.0 
1.9 
10.0 

4.8 
3.3 

3.6 
7.6 
1.7 

28.6 
0.1 
48.2 



3.2 
4.5 
1.9 
12.3 
5*4 
5.1 

9.1 
4.5 
0.7 

. 0.7 

i; 

0.7 
3.8 
5.4 

2.0 
4.6 
1.4 
5.5 

2.8 
5.3 

4.5 
3.6 
1.2 

16.3 
0.7 
29.9 



0. : 
7.6 

1. : 
1. 

4. 
1. 



* less than 0.05 percent 



REFERENCE 

Response Analysis Corporation, "Drug Experience, 
Attitudes and Related Behavior Anong Adolescents 
and Adults: Detailed Tabulations, Part 2C. 
Experience Data." A Nationwide Study for the 
National Coaalssioa on Marihuaaa and Drug Abuse 
by Response Analysis Corporation, Princeton, 
;icw Jersey, January 1973. 



NOTES 

Hie data on LSD, cocaine, and heroin presented above, are taken froo th 
groups in the Drug Experience Vables 1 and 2 In the Adult section of this r 
"inhalants" refers to "glue or other things you breathe in for pleasure , 
for "All Adults" is the result of conbining the data over all tine periods 
Hie "All Adults" figure for marijuana is obtained by conbining appropriate 
in Table 43. Hie corresponding f igure^for current users of marijuana is 7. 
narijuana b r sex, education, region, race, and cosnunity type «««P ro ^?j 
Analysis Corporation in a priv.ite connunlcation. Detailed breakdowns by th 
arc not given for inhalants in this report. 
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24 



Itca No. ±_ 



cd 



Geog. 
Region 

Nationwide 



Data 








Collection 


Samp 1c 




Marihuana 


Technique 


Size 


Kvcr Used 


Self-adnln. 


2411 


All Adults 


22 
1) 


question- 




Sex: Male 


naire 


1388 
378 
394 
390 

772 


Fctsale 
Age; 18-21 
22-25 
26-29 

18-25 




5d2 
441 
590 


26-34 
35-49 
50 & over 
Education 






700 


Less than H.S. grnd. 


5 




810 


1I.S, grad. 


13 




873 


College or norc 


3> 






Region 


!• 




532 


Northeast 




692 


North Central 


l; 




802 


South 


I 




385 


Vest 
Race 


33 




2224 


White 


1> s 




187 


Other 

Cosmunity Type 


21 




682 


Large Metro 


21 




906 


Other Metro 


2) 




823 


Non-Metro 


j 




477 


Marihuana Expor. 
Yes 


100.0 




1934 


llo 


0.0 




,234 


Marl fuana Users 


100.0 



Percentage of Weighted Frequencies 
Heroin 

1.3 
1.8 
0.8 
7.6 
1.3 
1.7 

4.6 
1.7 



0.8 
1.6 
1.5 

1.6 , 
1.2 
0.9 
1.6 

1.0 
3.0 

1.7 
1.6 
0.4 

8.0 
ft' 

12.4 



USD 


Cocaine 


4.6 


3.2 


7.2 




Z«Z 


1.9 


22.0 


12.3 


14.0 


5.4 


o.u 


5.1 


18.2 


9.1 


3.7 


4.5 


0.1 


u. / 


0.2 


0.7 


1. 1 


u. / 


3.0 


3.8 


10.4 


5.4 


2.3 




6.0 


4.6 


1.9 


1.4 


10.0 


5.5 


4*8 


2.8 


3.3 




3.6 


4.5 


7.6 


3.6 


1.7 


1.2 


28.6 


16.3 


0.1 


0.7 


48.2 


29.9 


\ 





Inhalants 
2.1 



\ 



* less than 0.05 percent 



Corporation, "Drug Experience, 
lated Behavior Anong Adolescents 
ailed Tabulations, Part 2C. 

A Nationwide Study for the 
Ion on Marihuana and Drug Abuse 
ysls Corporation, Princeton, 
lary 1973. 



~The data on LSD. cocaine, and heroin presented above are taken f ^ th r ^"" C %^ r o ,,YeS,, 

in Tabic 43, Ihc eorrcspondln,; f lgtrc for SaffllaKa °' J TC ldcd b y the Sejponsc 
arc 'not given for inhal.rats^n this report. 
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Data 






CCOg. 


t*r% 1 1 c t i nn 

uvl 4 1> W v 1 vl I 


Saaplc 


Population Survived 


Ronton 


Technique 


Size 


National 'ffoss- 


Nationwide 


Sclf-Jdaln. 


880 


scction of youth* 




Oucs t ion*" 


433 


ages 12-17, 1972. 




nalrc 


447 








277 








288 








313 








194 








262 








321 








103 








261 








295 








324 








125 








755 











.tiapunse Aaaly^i^ Corporation, "Drug Experience, 
.iitltutivs and Related Behavior Aaong Adolescents 
mj Adults: DctatUi Tabulations, Tart 2C. 
experience Data. 1 ' A Nationwide i>ludy for t!ic 
national Comi&nlon on Marihuana and Drug Abuse 
by Response Analysis Corporation, Princeton, 
New Jersey, January 1973. 




Percentage of Weigh ted Frcqi 



Ever Used 


Marl luana 


13D_ 


Cocaine 


All Youth 


13.4 


4.8 


1.5 


Sex: Male 


14.3 


4.4 


1.7 


Female 


12.4 


5.4 


1.5 


Age: 12-13 


3.2 


1.1 


0.2 


14-15 


9.7 


5.3 


2.3 


16-17 


28.3 


8.5 


2.3 


Region 
Northeast 








15.3 


3.8 


1.6 


North Central 


13.1 


4.4 


1.5 


South 


7.0 


3.8 


1.4 


West 


23.5 


8.7 


1.7 


Cooaunltv Type 








Large retro 


17.6 


4.7 


0.9 


Other Metro 


17.4 


7.8 


2.5 


Non-Metro 


5.9 


2.4 


X.2 


Marijuana Expcr. 








Yes 


100.0 


30.1 


10.7 


No 


0.0 


0.7 


0.1 



NOTES 

The data eci LSD, cocaine, and heroin presented above are taken from 
groups in Table '2 in the YoLth section of this report. The tern "inhala 
other things that you breathe in for pleasure", and the iigure cited for 
result of combining th^ data over all tine periods cited in Table 66. TH 
arc obtained by c cabining appropriate figures within age groups in Table 
figure for current users of oarHuann , "All Youth" is 7.3Z, found by comb 
categories in Table 23. 
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I tea :io. 2 



Nationwide 



nth* 



Datn 

Collection 
Technique; 

SelC-adnln. 
question- 
naire 



Saaple 
Size 

880 
433 
447 
277 
288 
313 

194 
262- 
321 
103 

261 
295 
324 

125 
755 



Ever Used 

All Youth 
Sex : :iale 

Fcaale 
12-13 
14-15 
16-17 

Region 

Northeast 

North Central 

South 

West 

Cooaunitv Type 

Large Metro 

Other Metro 

Non-Metro 

Marijuana Kxpcr. 

Yes 

No 



Marl luana 


USD 


Cocaine 


13.4 


4.8 


1> 


14.3 


4.4 


1.7 


12.4. 


5.4 


1.5 


3.2 


1.1 


0.2 


9.7 


5.3 


2.3 


28.3 


8.5 


2.3 








15.3 


3.8 


» 1.6 


13.1 


4.4 


1.5 


7.0 


3.8 


1.4 


23.5 


8.7 


1.7 


17.6 


4.7 


■ 0.9 


17.4 


7.8 


2.5 


5.9 


2.4 


1.2 


100.0 


30.1 


10.7 


0.0 


0.7 


0.1 



Percentage of Weighted Frequencies 
Heroin 

0.6 
0.4 
0.7 
0.2 
0.4 
1.1 

0.3 
0.0 
1.4 
0.4 

o.o 
a. 9 

0.B 

1.5 
0.4 



Inhalants 
6.5 



sis Corporation, "Drug Experience, 
Related Behavior Araong Adolescents 
)c tailed Tabulation*, J'art 2C. 
a." A Nationwide study for the 
sslon °n Marihuana and Drug Abuse 
a lysi s Co r % » o r a 1 1 on M %' l ce t on , 
fcnuary 1973. e 



KOTES ; 

•Die data on LSD, cocaine, and heroin presented above ore taken froa the corresponding "Yes" 
groups In Table 72 in the Yotth section of this reporu The tcra "inhalants refers to glue or 
other things that you breathe in for pleasure", and the figure cited for Ml ^outh .3 the 
result of coaming the data over all tine periods cited in Table 66,v The data f " "*M^f 
are obtained by combining appropriate figures within age groups in Table 22. The corresponding 
figure for current users of nart luana . "All Youth" is 7.3%, found by coabinin^ over the use 
categories in Table 23. 
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ERIC 



Population Surveyed 

National cross-section 
of adults and youth. 
1971. 



Ceog. 
Region 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview and 

self-admin. 

questionnaire 



Staple 

Size 

2.405 " 



Adults: 



Self-adaln. 
questionnaire 



781 



REFERENCE 

Abelsbn. Herbert; Cohen, Reuben; and Schrayer, Diane. "Public Attitudea Toward Marihuana,. 
Part 1- M 'i »»?ort". A Nationwide Study of Beliefs, Information and Experience prepared 
'for thi National Commission on Marihuana and Drug Abuse by Response Analyala Corporation, 
Prlntetoif, New Jersey, January 1972. Io Marihuana: A Signal of Misunderstanding, March 
1*72 Volume It, pp. 856-968, GPO Stock Number 5266-0002, $10.75 per ivo-voluae aet. 
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Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana 
# Ever Use 
Used Now 



All adults: 15 5 

Sex: -n 7 

Men - 21 I 

Women * 10 3 

* 

A8 18-25 • ' 39 17 

26-34 W [ £ 

35-39 " 

40-49 r- 7 0 

50-59 6 J 

60 or older * 0 

Race: 

White 15 5 

Negro 1* I 

Other 16 7 

Education: " 

8th grade or leas 5 0 

Some hifh school H 3 

High school graduate 1* J 

Some college 25 8 

College graduate or beyond 21 6 

Now a student * 4 23 

Religion: 

Catholic 21 - 7 

Proteatant 12 3 

Jew 29 10 

Marital Statue: 

Never married 36 17 

Now married 11 2 

Divorced or aeparated 22 11 

Widowed 3 0 , 



Household occupation 
Pro f essional/techn 
Manager/official 
Sales 
Clerical 

Craft amen/ foremen 
Operatives 
Service workera 
Laborera - 

Farmers 

Income: (family) 
$4,999 or leaa 
$5,000 - $9,999 
$10,000 - $14,999 
$15,000 - $24,999 
$25,000 or aore 

Region: 
Northeast 
North Central 
South 
Vest 

Population density: 
Large metropolitan 
Smaller matropollf 
Nonmctrcpolltam ai 

Type of area: 
City or town 
Suburba 

Rural or other not 



All youth: 
Sex: 

Mala 

Female 

Age: 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 

Education: 
8th grade or leaa 
9th and 10th grades 
11th and 12th grades 



14 



14 
14 



5 
7 
7 
13 
23 
33 



8 
17 
30 



Living Arrangement: 
Living with both tu 
Some other living i 

Region: 
Northeaat 
North Central 
South 
West 

Population density: 1 
Large metropolitan] 
Smaller metropolis 
Nonmetropolitan ar^ 



NOTES 

Summarized above are the data on marijuana uae found In Chaptar*4 
report. Some of tha data for Youth were inferred from Table 197 In F* 
tlons of the report (not published in the main report cited on the laf 
a nationwide probability temple of adulta, and a aample of young peopl 
.Uta found In thla chapter pertain to frequency of marijuana uaagc bjr 
experience with It, clrcumatancea of tlrat uae, reasons for termtnat» 
those who hsvs hsd experience with it, behavioral correlatea of marlju 
tlon about usage if marijuana were legal. 
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Itea No. JL 



Geog. 
Region 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview and 

self-edmln. 

questionnaire 



2,405 



Adulter 



All adults: 

Sex: 
»en 
Wotfaa 

Age: 

18-25 
26-34 
35-39 
40-49 
50-59 

60 or older 

Race: 
White 
Negro 
Other 

Education: 

8th grede or lees 
Some high school 
High school graduate 
Some college 

Colls gs graduate or beyond 
Nov a student 

Religion: 
Catholic 
Protestant 
Jew 

Marital Status: 
Never married 
Now aarrled 
Divorced or asperated 
Widowed 





Marijuana 


Ever 


Use 




Used 


Now 




15 


5 


Household occupation: 




Professional/ technical 


21 


7 


• Manager/official 


10 


3 


Sales 






Clerical 


39 


17 


Craftssen/foreaen 


19 


5 


Operatives 


13 


1 


Service workers 


7 


0 


Laborers 


6 


0 




4 


0 


Farmers 






Income: (family) 


15 


5 


$4,999 or less 


14 


3 


$5,000 - $9,999 


16 


7 


$10,000 - $14,999 




$15,000*- $24,999 






$25,000 or core 


5 


0 




11 


3 


Region: 


14 


4 


Northeast 


25 


8 


North Central 


21 


6 


South 


44 


23 


West 






Population density: 


21 


7 


Large aetropolitan area 


12 


3 


Smaller aetropolitan area 


29 


10 


Nonaetropolltsn area 



36 
11 

22 
3 



17 
2 

11 
0 



Type of area: 
City or town 
Suburbs 

Rural or other nonsuburban 



22 
J4 
19 
21 

15 
15 
15 
19 



12 
16 
17 
18 
15 



20 
19 
5 
21 



20 
18 
7 



17 
15 
7 



7 
4 
5 
12 

4 
3 



7 
3 
1 
10 



Self-adain. 
questionnaire 



781 



Youth 



14 



pocn; and Schrayer, Diane, "Public Attitudee Toward Marihuana, 
Iticnwide Study of Beliefs, Information and Experience prepsred 
on Marihuana and Drug Abuse by Response Analysis Corporstion, 
iry 1972. In Marihuana: A Signal of Miaundera tending, March 
, CPC Stock Number 5266-0002, $10.75 per two-voluae aet. 




14 
14 



5 
7 
7 

13 
23 
33 



8 
17 
30 



Living Arrangement: 

Living with both natural parents 13 

Scae other living arrangeaent 20 

Region: 

Northeast *6 

North Central 13 

South 7 

West 2 * 

Population density: 

Large aetropolitan area 15 

Smaller aetropolitan area 15 

Sonne tro poll tan area 13 



All youth: 
Sex: 
Male 
Female 

Age: 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 

Education: 

8th grade-or less 
9th snd 10th grades 
11th snd 12th grsdcs 

NOTES 

•Suansrizsd sbnve sre the deta on a-rijuana use found in Chapter 4 (pp. 942-958) of this 
reportTSoae of tn« data for Youth were inferred froa Table 197 in Part 2. Detailed Tabula- 
tions if tSTr.port (not Pushed in the aain report cited on the left). They are based on 
a nstionwids probsbility ssapls of edults, snd a sample of young people age 12-17. Other 
Sat. fouL in this chaptsr pertain to fr.ou.ncy of marijuana u.sg. by those "- had 
•»iri*n~. with it. circuastsr.cee of first uss, reasons for terminating use of aarijusna by 
Z\\ i vno tav. h.5 exp.ri.nce with it, behavioral correlate, of oarijuana usage and specula- 
tion about ussgs if marijuana were lsgsl. 



9 
5 
2 

11 



Itea Ho. 4 



?opul«tiCTi Surveyed 

National crosi- 
section of st'Kiimts 
in U.S. colleges 
and universities 
1971. 



i*eog. 
Nationwide 



Date 

Collection 
Technique 

interview 
and 

question- 
naire 



S.ceple 
Size 

300C 
(apDrox. ) 



Ccr.pa ra- 
ttle Data 



Total 
Met? 

Mocen ( 
Users Who Say 
Thcv Will Stop 
Ever Used: 1970 
Total 

Hen 



62 
66 
56 

21 

47 
51 
39 



LSD 
13 



52 

n 



Percentage of Respondents 
HescJllnc ' Aaphctaalncs Barbiturates Cocaine 

7 



18 



38 



30 



42 
18 



22 



48 
IS 



27 



Heroin 
3 



45 



REFERENCE 

Playboy, "Student Survey: 19/1". Playboy . 
Vol. IS, No. 9, pp. 118, 208, 210, 212, 
214, 216, September 1971. 



NOTES 

Tabulated above are the data on *:aig use found In this paper. Bionics in the tabulation 
correspond to data not reported. In soae cases, figures verc inferred free stateaents oade in 
the text. The data on aarljuana for 1971 arc broken down by the following categories of use: 
1-3 tiaes, 4-9 tiaes, and 10 tines and up; rough breakdovns ar* given for so=c of the other 
drugs. 

Schools were selected rendcaly In the five geographical areas of the country, to represent 
the national average of public and private, large and saall, urbsr. and suburban -colleges and 
universities. Students were selected to sake up a nationally representative balance of aalea 
and feaales, frcshsen through seniors, ar.d the correct ratio of business, arts, education, 
science, agriculture, and other icadealc sajors. 



Data 

Geog. Collection Sasple 
Population Surveyed Region Technique Sire 

Youngsters 12 to I? Nation- Interview 498 
years of age. wide 
May 1971. 



Percentages Based on Weighted Saggle 
Marijuana 



Sex 



Region 

National South Central Northeast West 12-13 Years 14-15 Years 16-17 Years Girls Bojrs 



Kormsers 
not interested in trying 
interested in trying 

Experimenters 

Occasional users 

Frequent Users 



85 



89 



9 

«/ 



87 



80 



13 
3 
4 



77 














87 


74 


64 


78 


72 




10 


11 


8 


8 


U 


10 


3 


11 


14 


8 


11 


6 


<1 


3 


5 


4 


2 


7 


0 


I 


9 


2 


4 



Son us era of Marijuana 
Marijuana users 

Experimenters 

Occasional and 

frequent users 

REFERENCE 

Joscphson, Eric; Haburaan, Paul; Zanes, Anne: and Elinson, Jack, "Adolescent Marijuana Use: 
Report on a National Survey". Proceedings of the First International Conference on Student 
Drug Surveys, t'trwarx, New Jersey, Septeaber 12-15, 1971, pp. 1-8, published, 1972 by 
Bayvood Publishing Coapany, 43 Central Drive, Faraingdsle, New York 11735. 



LSD 


Asphctaaines 


Barbiturates 


Heroin 


Clue 


1 


1 


1 *' 


1 


3 


0 


38 


18 


0 


10 


55 


74 


71 


12 


37 



1 or 2 of the 5 'drugs 
2 
35 
29 



3 or gore of t 
1 
6 
51 



NOTES \ 

SuanarHcd above are the dita on drug use found In this paper (Table 
based on i national household probability saaple. A single youngster In 
saaple was drawn at randoa to be interviewed. Weights were used to reduc 
varying completion rates. Confidentiality of the respondents wsa assured 
defined as those who hed \ncd marijuana no nore than nine tiaes, occasion 
had used it 10- 59 tiaes, and frequent user* ss those who had used it 60 a 
figures cited ire based on a weighted sasple of 1701 (the actual number 1 



30 



r 



Itea Ho. A 



Ceog. 

.Region 

fationuide 



Date 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview 
and * 
question- 
naire 



S aspic 

Si2C _ 

3000 
(approx.) 



Ccopara- 
tive Data 



Ever Used 

Total 

Men . . 

Women 
Users Who Say 
They Will Stop 
Ever Used: 1970 
Total 

Men 

Women 



Marijuana 

62 
66 
56 

21 

47 
51 
39 



LSD 
13 



52 
11 



Percentage of Respondents 
Mescaline Aaphetamlncs 3arblturates 



18 



38 



30 



42 
18 



48 
15 



Cocaine 
7 



27 



45 



19 71" m Playboy , 
208, 210, 212, 



MOTES 

Tabulated^above are the data on drug use found in this paper. 31anks In the tabulation 
corresoond to data not reported. In sosc cases, figures were inferred from statements made in 
the text. Tiic data on marijuana for 1971 are broken down by the following categories of use: 
1-3 tiaas, 4-9 tines, aid 10 tines and up; rough breakdowns are given for some of the other 
drugs . * 

School* were selected randomly in the five geographical areas of the country, to represent 
the national average of public and private, large and small, urban and suburban colleges and 
universities. Students were selected to make up a nationally representative balance of males 
*3d fesalei, freshmen through seniors, and the correct ratio of. business, arts, education, 
science, agriculture, and ether academic majors. 



Data 

Collection Sample 
Technique Size 



National South 



R cftion 
North 

central Northeast Vest 



Percentages Bas<*d on Weighed Sag pic 
Marijuana 



Item No. 5_ 



Sex Family Income 

Under $10,000- $15,000 
12-13 Years 14-15 Years 16-17 Yean, Girls Bovs $10,000 $14.999 an d over 



85 



9 
2 
<1 



Interview 498 Nonusers 

* not Interested in trying 

Interested In trying 
Experimenters 
0ccaslonal~users 
Frequent Users 



Nonusers of Marijuana 

Marijuana users 
Experimenters 
Occasional and 
frequent users 



nil; Zanes, Anne; and Ellnson, Jack, "Adolescent Marijuana Use: 
Proceedings of the First International Conference cn Student 
rsey, September 12-15, 1971, pp. 1-8, published, 1972 by 
13 Central Drive, Farmingdalo, Kew York 11735. 



87 



80 



13 
3 
4 



7? 



10 
6 
7 



94 



86 



87 
10 

3 
<1 

0 



74 
11 
11 
3 
1 



64 


78 


72 






8 


3 


11 






14 


8 


11 


4 


11 


5 


4 


2 


2 


1 


9 


2 


4 


0 


2 



81 



LSD 


Amphetamines 


Barbiturates 


Heroin 


Clue 


1 


1 


, 1 


1 


3 


0 


38 


38 


0 


10 


55 


74 


71 


12 


37 



Have T ried Other Drugs 

1 or 2 of the 5 drugs 



- 2 
35 



29 



3 or more o? the 5 drugs 
1 
6 
51 



NOTKS 

Suanarizcd above are the data on drug use found in this paper (Tables 1 and 2). They are 
based on a national household probability sample. A single youngster in each household in the 
sample was drawn at random to be interviewed. Weights were >ifltd to reduce bias and adjust for 
varying coopletion rates. Confidentiality of the rfipondcnts was assured. Experimenter* arc 
defined as those who had used marijuana no more t>.ar nine times, occasional uaero M thoM who 
had used It 10-59 times, and frequent users as those who had u*ed it 60 or core tines. The 
figures clMd are based on a weighted sample of 1701 <th£ actual number interviewed w?s 498). 




30 



31 



0 

ERIC 



UtM>g. 

Po pulation surveyed .l egion 



f rcshscn and 
|uniorst enrol led 
at 48 y. S. 
colleges* In 
.'juturaa 1969 



satic 

wide 



Dlta 

Collection Kunber of 
Technique Res p cedent s 

Self- 
adnin . 
anonynOus 
quest Ion - 
1.1 ire 



'os^i, Ptftvi K.; fcrnv**, W. Eugene; and 
<,r,.fUein, Davtd, Life Styles Canpu/ 
Ctm, iut te», ■ «\ " Vjiort nf a S urvey of 
,\ae r I « i^. Colleges and Universiti es 
(19X9 - 70: 1_97Q -71) . Final report "on 
research conducted under Grant Xi?16536 
froa the No'lcnal Institute of Mental 
Health l»v Department^ Social delations, 
The John,. Hopkins University, .N'ovcnbor 
1972. 



7,948 

3,901 
3,961 

7,948 

3,961 
3,961 

7,948 

3,961 
3,961 



Percentage .of Kespondents 

Anpht* taolnct* 

3arl- u^i.vi* Methc- Barblt./, Tranquil 

tver Used juana "ashish LSD Oet'gT drine Other Sedatives 

15.4 



dallcs 



1970 

Matched 
Stho l e 
1970 

1971 

Use 
During 
Ac.idcni c 
yea r 
1970" 



Hatched 
S.ao p j| e ._ 
1969-70 



.tegular 

Use 

1970 



30.7 



20.5 



31.2 

27. 6_ „lft.4 

28.2 
41.6 27.6 



43.7 



27.0 



18.5 



27.6 



23.6 



24.4 
37.3 23.2 



37.4 



13.6 



7.3 



11.8 
19.7 8.2 



Matched 
S [gap 1 e _ 

1969- 70 

1970- 71 _ _ 

19.8 

Use 
During 
1969-70 
Ac a don ic 
•frcar 

Snail Schools 20.7 
Large Schools 31.7 
Low Selectivity 22.6 

;! i v>h 

Selectivity 38.9 
Public 26.1 
Private »> 

N'on-sectarian 48.4 
Private, 

Affiliated 21.2 

h'OTF.S ■ 



5.8 



8.6" 

4^5 _ J>.6 

6.7 
7._j_ u 10 - 3, 

12.6 



4.7 6.2 



6.8 



13.7 



■ 16.8 



5.2 



12.3 



14.8 
9,1 18.4 



5.3 



4.9 



3.4 
5.2 7.9 



3-8 



K5 



10.2 
6.5 12.5 



J5. 7 



0.9_ 1.1 
1.5 



1.1 



3.5 



10.3 
14.4 
12.4 

14.0 
13.3 

17.8 

9.2 



15.8 

22.4 



10.5 



9.7 
12.1 



1.5 




9.9 
10.8 

10.6 

10.2 

8.4 

12.2 
10.4 



18.8 



19.6 
27.3 



13.2 



13.0 

16.2 



2.8 
2.9 



Cocaine i>»>lup Here 
3.3 " 4./ 0. 



2.6 
4.5 



2.3 



1.6 

2.3 



0. 1 



0.0 
0,1 



3.4 
5.0 



2.3 
2.9 



0.2 



0.1 
0.0 



Sumarized above are the data on the extent of drug use fo';nd in this report (Tables 1-2, 
3-2 3-3, 3-4, and 3-5). The tcm "special subs tanccs" includes catnip, glue >. muaeg, am; 
nitrite, gasoline, etc.. as well a« sone regular prescribed ncdicinc*. Regular Use is def in, 
use at east every week or two during the acadenic year. An important feature of this st ud* I 
presence of a xubsanplc in which responses for two years were indi v dual >■ etched. The -ojpl 
franc included about three-fourths of the four-year college population of freshnen and juniors 
the tine of the survey. Topics discussed in the report include individual transitions In drug 
drug use incidence by school, node of use, factors affecting usage decisions, legal contrM of 
use, and student life styles and attitudes. 



3.1 



32 



Data 

oeog. Collection ouniber of 
fevcd Scglon Technique Respondents 



Percenta ge of respondents 
Anphetaolnes f 
M _ ucuw *!ethe- Barblt>./ .Tranquil 

Kv cr Used Juatu. PasMsh l£b Other drinc_ Other Sedativtfg, 

30.7 



Nation- Self- 
wide ado in. 

anoivnous 
question- 
naire 



7,948 ° 1970 



Psiy che- 
ques 



Nareo ,ic» 



3,961 
3,961 



Matched 

SAI?f>lC 

1970 " 

1971 

Use 
During 
Acadcnlc 




15. A 



15.8 
22.4 



izers_ 
18.8 

19.6 
27.3 



Cocaine w?Iun tieroin Other 
3.3 4.3* 0.6 5.1 



Iters tlo. , 
\arcotlc 

Cough 



2.6 
4.5 



3.4 
5.0 



0.5 
0.8 



4.6 
7.0 



37.5 



38.2 
44.2 



43.7 



12.6 



Use 
During 
1969-70 
Academic 
^ear 



10.3 
14.4 
12.4 

14.0 
13.3 

17.8 

9.2 



9.9 
10.8 
10.6 

10.2 
8.4 

12.2 
10.4 



0.2 
0.5 
0.2 

0.5 
0.4 

0.6 

0.3 



Groves, M. Eugerfe; **id 
id | , i i fo Styles and Canons 
i Report of a Survey o.f 
r e.* and Universities 
.71). . Final report on 
:ted under Grail Mi 16536 
tal Institute of llental 
rtnent of Social delations, 
Lns University", Novenbcr 



Snail Schools 20.7 
Large Schools 31-7 
Lou' Selectivity 22.6 

nip,h 

Selectivitv 38.9 
Public 26.1 
Private, 

^on-sectarian 48.4 ' 
Private , 

Affiliated 21.2 

SOTfcS e . . . o . •» 

j « tUm , !lt , t hrt extent of drug use found in this report (Tables 1-4, J" J » 

^.Uod^ov^ar^the data on^h^t nt ^ , d s ^^^fffl ag 

nilrite, gasollne.'etc, as well as .« r«e« ar pr o - ^ ^ f thls 8tudy Is thc 

use at loast every week or two during the acadenic year, an inp * aauhed. The sampling 
presence of a subsa« P le in wh Ich responses or - ^ *< 

frane included about three-fourths of the < ou ' / c *™ ™* ie ™ v 'J IndIvIdua i transitions in drug use, 

the tine of the .survey. Topics diseased in the report Include Individual t ^ 
drug use incidence by school, node of use, factors affecting usage decisions, » 
use, and student life styles and attitudes. 



SubSt. 
4.0 



4.2 
6.0 



7,948 


Var 
1970 


27.0 1S.5 


4.7 _6.1 


5.3 10.9 


10.5 


13.2 


2.3 


:.i 


0.4 


3.2 


22.5 


2.7 




27.6 


7.4 


• 12.9 


















3,961 
3,961 


Matched 

Sanple 

1969-70 


23.6 16.2 


3.4 _ _4-9_ 


3.8 8.5 


9.7 


13.0 


1.6 


2.3 


0.3 


2.8 


21.'* 


3.0 


1970-71 


24.4 
37.3 23.2 


5.9 


10.2 
6.5 12.5 


12.1 


16.2 


2.3 


2.9 


0.6 


3.2 


19.4 


2.6 


/ 


37.4 


8.8 


15.7 


















MM 


Ue?ular 
Use 
1970 


13.6 _7.3 


0^9 


1.1 3.2 


1.5 


2.8 


0.1 


0.2 


OiO 


0.4 


1. 1 


0..9 




13.8 


1.5 


3.5 


















3,961 
3,961 


Hatched 

Sanple 

1969-70 


11.4 5-8 


0^5 _0.6 


0.8 ^ 2.3 


1.3 


2.8 ' 


0.0 


0. 1 


0.0 


0.3 


1.0 


1.3 


1970-71 


11.8 
19.7 8.2 


0.7 
0 : 8 _1.0 


2.9 
1.1 3.0 


2.1 


2.9 


0.1 


0.0 


0.0 


0.3 


1.0 


1. 1 




19.8 


1.2 


3.5 




















Student i In 38 J. S. 
colic and univeril tics 
i Jt«» ili'denl bodies oi 
over 233. and five junior 
colk-v. 1-J7J. 



loos. 
. it'Kion 

..alionwidc 



O.i in 
Collection 
Technique 

Svlf-Jduin. 
anonvnou 4 *. 
question- 
naire 



5* 



S.tnplc 
Size 

5,050 



Ever Used 
All Student*. 

northeast 
South 
lidvetit 
'Jest 

Large ocl'ools 
Sua 11 Lcl*oolt> 

Public Schools 
Private Schools 



M.iri lunna 
36.7 

44.4 
26.7 
28.2 
46.0 

44.5 
32.0 

38.0' 
33.4 



Estimated Percentage, 
Hallucinogens St: 
(LSD, cortcallnc) Dej 

U.7 



Jonscctarian 


40.0 


Protectant 


19.0 


Catholic 


34.0 


.Ml-nale Schools 


57.5 


All-fenale Schools 


31.1 


Co-educational Schools 


33.9 


Male Students 


41.4 


Fenale Students 


24.5 


School Selectivity 




Most competitive 


55.6 


Very conpctltlve 


45.6 


Coopctltlve 


32.5 


Least corpctitlve 


23.2 


Junior Cdlcge 


27.0 



Ler^en, Tarv ergon, ^enncth J.; and iorse, Stanlcv J. , Tabulated above arc nost of the dsta on the extent of druj 

'correlate? o! .ir.iuana Ct,c .^.on.; College Students." The terns "larne" and "snail" for school size refer respective! 

.o urnal oi Allied Locial : svcbolo<»\ . .ol. 2, Ao. 1, 5,000" sttdents and those with under 5,000. Percentages arc all 

7 ~. 1-16, 17tT. ™ ' ' "**" narijuan* use broken down by certain student characteristics. 

of father, political and religious affiliations, social disaffi 
aspirations and achievements, year in school, and najor area ol 
fluence of the Victn.in war is uiscusscd. 

Hie results are based on a rand on saraplc fron the indicate 
^schools, questionnaires were adnlnistcred in a variety of ways, 
nail, rardon distribution in donaitory rooos, adninistratlon t< 
classes, and adninistratlon by nenbers of the psychology or so( 
subsequcrt analyses of the data, ncthod of administration did t 
significant amounts of the variance in responses. 




Ilea Uo. J. 



.V ulat ion 'urv,"ed 

Stodonti in 3^ «*• 
college; and univer*l tie*. 
.«iti: student bodies 01 
over 203, aid Uw Junior 
col loiv i 1)7). 



'legion 
..jtlonwldo 



Data 
Collection 
Technique 

Self -adulti. 
auonvnous 
•qucitlon- 
aai re 



Sample 
Size 

5.050 



Ever Used 


•j.irl iuana 


Ml Students 


36. 7 


joYthcast 


44.4 


South 


26. 7 


lid* res t 


28.2 


"lest 


46.0 


Large . cbools 


44.5 


Snail I cl*ool;» 


32.0 


• UD X I C «>C«iw * n 


38.0 


Private Schools 


33.4 


lonscctarian 


40.0 


T rotes tom t 


19.0 


Catholic 


34.0 


* * 

All-male Schools 


57.5 


Ail-fcnale Schools 


31.1 


Co-educational Schools 


33.9 


Male Students 


41.4 


Fenale Students 


24.5 


School Selectivity 




.lost competitive 
Verv competitive 
Competitive 
Least corpctltlvc 
Junior Ctllenc 


55.6 
45.6 
32.5 
23.2 
27.0 



Estimated Percental of Population 
Hallucinogens Stimulants and 

{LSD, aeacallne) Depressants 

11.7 8.2 



Heroin and /or 
Cocaine 

1.9 



and iorse, 'tanle\ J.» 



Ccrgen, ar *rgen, ..caneth 

'Carrel iw** ot .arifuaaa l .c vron; Cello**? tudents. 
.oura.il ot_ v ^li«?d - octal ^. c'telo^. ol. 2, lo. 1, 
1-16, l>7^. 



Tabulated a!>ovc are most of the data on the extent of drug use found In this paper. 
v>o ton* "lar*e" and "small" for school size refer respectively to schools with over 
? 00 ^dents'and 1 WO. under 5.000. Percenta.es are --^^^If 
-arlUinns use broken down by certain student characteristics. These Include education 
o r JiEr^imcS and religious affiliations social ^miUtU., educat ona 
aerations and achievements, vear In school, and major area of study. The generic in 
tluence of the vletna.; war Is discussed. . i., rh fn 

The results .ire »ascd on a random ^rsple from the indicated population. H thln 
sch oo U, que" Lna res wore administered m a variety of ways, needing use £ college 
^ " rardor, distribution In domltorv rocas. administration to large hete^neou. 
classes and adnlnlstratlon *>v nepers of the psychology or sociology departments, in 
subr^u^ rann1y.es of the data, method of administration did not prove to account for 
ilgplfic.nt amounts of the variance In responses. 
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Data 

Population Geog. Collection Sample 

Surveyed Region Technique Size 

Boys starting tenth Nationwide Individually .1,571 

grade in public high administered 

schools in the questionnaire 
continental U. S. in 
fall 1966 (class of 
1969) 



REFERENCE 

Johnston, Lloyd, Drugs and American Youth , A report from the 
Youth in Transition Project, Institute for Social Research, 
The University of Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, 1973." 
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Percentage of Resp< 



Durinc High School Years 


Marijuana 


Hallucinogens 


Aniphe tamit 


Mearly every day 


1.4 


0.4 


0.8 


Once or twice a week 


4.9" 


0.7 


* 1.1 


Once or twice a month 


4.1 


1.7 


1.8 


3-10 times a year 


3.8 


1.0 


2.6 


Once or twice a year 


6.6 


2.4 


3.7 


Never used 


79.3 


93.1 


90.0 


During the Year After 








High School 








Nearly every day 


2.6 


0.2 


0.2 


Once or twice a week 


6.9 


1.0 


1.5 


Once or twice a month 


7.8 


3.0 


3.0 


3-10 times a year 


5.9 


3.1 


4.2 


Once or twice a year 


11.0 


4.1 


5.0 


Never used 


65.7 


88.7 


86.1 



NOTES 

Cited above are the detailed data on drug use found in tl 
and 2-2). Marijuana includes hashish; hallucinogens include 
etc.; amphetamines include pep pills, bennies, speed, and upp 
include yellow jackets, red devils, and downers. The two que 
above data were asked at the sane time, which means that the 
retrospectively, a year after the majority of the class had g 

In much of the discussion in the report, the use categor 
"regular use", "occasional use", and "experimental use . with 
combined into "more than experimental use" for a}l of the dru 
marijuana. Major topics discussed in the report include patt 
use, drug use patterns across time, attitudes of youth toward 
and intelligence related to drug use, drugs and the high scno 
taken after high school, and policy implications. 
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Itca No. 8 



th 
tgh 

in 



Geog. 
Region. 

Nationwide 



Data 
Collection 
Technique 

Individually 
administered 
questionnaire 



Sample 
Size 

1,571 



During lUgft School Years Marijuana 



Percentage of Respondents 
Hallucinogens Amphetamines Barbiturates, Heroin' 



Nearly every day 
Once or twice a week 
Once or twice a month 
"*-10 times a year 
Once or twice a yoar 
Never used 



0.4 
0.7 
1.7 
1.6 
2.4 
93.1 



0.8 
1.1 
1.8 
2.6 
3.7 
90.0 



0 
0 
1 
1 
2 
93 



0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

98 



During the Year After 
High School . 

Nearly every day 2.6 

Once or twice a week 6.9 

Once or twice a month { 7.8 

3-10 times a year 5.9 

Once or twice a year 11.0 

Never used 65.7 



0.2 
1*0 
3.0 
3.1 
4.1 
88.7 



0.2 
1.5 
3.0 
4.2 
5.0 
86.1 



0.1 


0.4 


0.7 


0.4 


2.1 


0.2 


2.0 


0.3 


3.8 




91.2 


97.7 



Dru^s and American Youth , A report from the 
m Project, Institute for Social Research, 
Michigan, Ann Arbor, Michigan, 1973. 



MOTES 

Cited above are the detailed dato on drug use found in this report (Tables 2-1 
and 2-2). Marijuana includes hashish; hallucinogens include LSD, mescaline peyote. 
It. X amphetamines include P e P pills, bennies, speed, and uppers; ^ barbiturates 
WL.rfn vpIIow lackets red devils, and downers. The two questions, yielding the 
ah™ Ita ^ked « the same ti£. which means that the first Ration was asked 
retrosuectively. a yeav after the majority of the class had graduated. 

In much of'the'discussion in the report, the use categories ed into 

"renular use" "occasional use", and "experimental use", with the first Wo of these 
cornea into'-Wr/than experimental use" for all of the drug 

narHnana " Malor topics discussed In the report include patterns of oultlple arug 
ute ^"use Patterns across time, attitudes of youth toward drug taking bac cground 
Z intelligent related to drug use, drugs and the high school experience, paths 
taken after high school, and policy implications. 



ERIC 



APPENDIX B 



ABSTRACTS 
SURVEYS OF HIGH SCHOOL POPULATIONS 
ITEM NOS. 9-55 
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Population Ceog. 
Surveyed Refilon 
Junior and Pacific 
senior high 
school 
students in 
San Mateo 
County. 
California 
Years 1970. 
1971. 1972. 
and 1973. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
-Anonyaous ' 
questionnaire 



Any l T dc During Past Year 

Seventh Crade 
Eighth Crsde 
Freshsan 
Sophoaore 
Junior 4 
Senior 

Fcaalci 
Seventh Cradc 
Eighth Cradc 
Freshaan 
Sophoaore 
Junior "* 
Senior 

Used Ten or Mar* Tlses 
During Year 

Males 
Seventh Crade 
Eighth Crade 
Freshaan 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 

Feoalcs 
Seventh Cradc 
Eighth Cradc 
Freshaan 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 

Used Fifty or More Tines 
Durlnfl Past Year 
Males 
Seventh Grade 
Elfthth Grade 
freshaan 

Sophoaore « 

Junior 

Senior 

Feaales 
Seventh Grade 
Eighth Crade 
Freshsan 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 



Marijua na 
1970 1971 19/2 1973 



LSP 

1V70 1971 1972 1973 



Percentage of Respondents 

Aaphetaalncs 
1970 1971 1972 1973 



ERIC 



REFERENCE 

San Mateo County. California. 
Surveillance of Student Drug 
Use. Prelialnary Sumary- 
1973, The Research and 
Statistics Section. Depart- 
acnt of Public Health and 
Welfare. 225 37th Avenue. 
San Mateo. California 
94403. June 22. 1973. 



9.9 
22.5 
34.1 
44.9 
48.9 
50.9 



12.6 
25.8 
31.9 
42.1 
42.6 
48.4 



2.7 
10.3 
19.6 
28.7 
34.1 
" 34.2 



17.6 
29.1 
44.5 
49.7 
57.9 
58.6 



17.2 
33.3 
43.9 
51.9 
58.0 
60.8 



12.6 13.2 
26.4* 29.2 
40.5 39.0 

48.1 49.3 

50.2 52.4 

43.3 53.0 



5.3 
14.6 
26 ^^ 
33.3 
42.3 
43. i 



20.0 
34.3 
51.2 
56.1 
58.5 
61.0 



15.0 
31.5 
47.0 
51.9 
55.3 
57.2 




Barbiturates 
1970 1971 1972 19J 



1.4 
6.9 
16.2 
26.3 
26.2 
15.3 



HA 

NA 
11.4 
19.2 
23.5 
22.0 



NA 
HA 
7.2 
14.0 
14.4 
15.3 



4.1 
12.3 
23.3 
31.0 
32.9 
30.5 



NA 

HA 
17.2 
23.2 
30.3 
11.9 



NA 

NA 
11.6 
17.0 
19.4 
18.5 



5.8 


6.7 


0.2 


0.9 


0.8 


1.0 


17.2 


16.3 


4.9 


2.0 


2.0 


1.9 


26.8 


31.9 


4.3 


4.4 


3.7 


4.8 


36. B 


39.6 


6.5 


5.9 


6.0 


5. 5 


41.2 


43.3 


7.3 


8.7 


6.0 


7.0 


45.0 


45.4 


7.0 


7.3 


7.2 


6.2 


4.6 


4 "* 


0.1 


0.2 


0.5 


0.6 


14.1 


14.8 


0.8 


1.3 


1.6 


1.2 


23.0 


22.6 


2.2 


3.0 


3.0 


3.0 


32.2 


12.9 


4.8. 


4.1 


4.3 


3.0 


35.7 


36.6 


3.2 


3.9 


4.0 


4.0 


35.5 


37.8 


2.6 


3.0 


3.5 

t 


3.5 


NA 


i 

3.3 


NA 


NA 


NA 


0.6 


NA 


9.8 


NA 


NA 


NA 


0.9 


15.9 


20.3 


2.0 


2.0 


1.3 


2.2 


25.5 


27.9 


2.3 


2.7 


2.3 


2.2 


28.2 


31.3 


2.6 


3.9 


2.2 


2.9 


31.7 


32.4 


2.6 


3.4 


2.8 


2.6 



0.6 
2.8 

5.8 
8.2 
7.2 



1.3 
3.5 
6.3 
7.0 
10.6 
10.7 



NA 

NA 
12.5 
19.1 
20.7 
20.4 



2.3 
7.5 
12.8 
18.8 
20. 4 
20.4 



NA 

NA 

0.7 

1.4 

0.8 

1.0 



NA 

NA 

1.0 

1.4 

1.4 

1.0 



NA 

NA 

1.1 

1.4 

1.3 

1.2 



0.4 
0.3 
1.4 
0.5 
1.1 
1.0 



0.4 
2.1 
5.4 
9.3 
8.3 
7.8 



NA 

NA 

1.9 

2.6 

3.9 

3.4 



NA 

NA 

1.6 

3.8 

2.9 

2.7 



1.3 
3.0 
7.6 
11.0 
11.2 
10.4 



NA 

NA 

2.9 

3.0 

4.8 

5.6 



NA 

NA 

2.5 

4.0 

4.6 

4.3 



NA 

NA 

2.3 

3.6 

3.6 

5.4 



NA 

NA 

3.1 

4.5 

5.3 

4.9 



0.8 
1.2 
2.7 
3.1 
3.6 
4.4 



0.4 
0.6 
2.3 
3.5 
4.' 
4.. 



3.4 
9.6 
12.5 
16.6 
17.3 
14.4 



3.1 
7.7 
i* * 
20. <* 
15.0 
13.9 



5.8 
11.0 
16.8 
16.8 
19.8 
18.5 



5.4 
12.2 
18.0 
19.1 
17.9 
15.0 



5.1 
10.7 
11.9 
16.0 
14.7 
15.4 



4.8 
11.1 
13 .7* 
17.2 
15.6 
14.1 



1.4 


1.1 


0.5 


1.2 


1.2 


3.4 


2.4 


2.3 


3.7 


3.0 


5.3 


5.3 


3.9 


5.5 


3.2 


8.5 


7.1 


4.8 


5.7 


5.5 


9.2 


7.8 


6.6 


7.7 


5.1 


10.9 


7.8 


5.0 


7.2 


5.8 


1.4 


0.6 


0.4 


1.0 


0.8 


4.7 


1.9 


2.1 


3.5 


2.7 


8.5 


5.6 


4.6 


5.3 


3.5 


11.1 


8.5 


7.7 


6.2 


5.3 


12.5 


9.7 


4.5 


6.8 


4.5 


11.4 


9.9 


4.6 


5.3 


4.0 



NA 

NA 

1.8 

2.3 

3.6 



NA 

S'A 

1.5 

3.0 

1.7 

1.5 



NA 

NA 

2.6 

2.5 

3.8 

3.7 



NA 

NA 

1.5 

2.3 

2.7 

2.2 



NA 

NA 

1.4 

2.8 

2.2 

2.C 



NA 

NA 

1.3 

1.9 

2.0 

1.4 



NA - lnfomatlon Not Available * 
NOTES 

T.b„L«d .bovc .re the d.« ,n tnl. report on *« O...C ™fg^*Z^T& tSV^MX^ 
definitions .«i oethodology. lh« report .Uo give. ~"«ff^ "«^/«x g^H» «ch y*«. Apparently the technique u. 

£:r.sr,«^ the rcporu " very ,hort - " ,ue,t,n8 00 

to peralt the aaklng of tabulations of the type located (lntA in r< . Utlon to a specific tine period <tt*|> 
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koonjraou* 
tatlonnx-re 



Marijuana 
1970 1^71 1972 1973 



Percentage of Respondent* 

LSD A»£*net*aing£ 
1970 197~1972 1973 1970 1971 1972 1973 



Barbiturate* 
1970 1971 f912 




12.6 
2S.8 
31.9 
42.1 
42.6 
45.4 



2.7 
10.) 
19.6 
2S.7 
34.1 
34.2 



12.6 
26.4 
40.5 
48.1 
50.2 
48.3 



13.2 
29.2 
39.0 
49.3 
52.4 
53.0 



15.0 
31.5 
47.0 
51.9 
55.3 
57.2 



0.9 
4.0 
9.2 
15.0 
12.4 
11.9 



2.3 
6.2 
11.7 
13.6 
15.0 
12.2 



2.5 
6.4 
12.0 
14.5 
15.4 
13.7 



2.8 
7.1 
13.8 
15.7 
16.4 
13.4 



2.8 
8.2 
17.4 
24.4 
22.3 
20.2 



5.9 
13.1 
22.5 
26.8 
25.6 
22.8 



6.1 
14.6 
21.7 
27.4 
28.1 
24.4 



2.7 
7.8 
16.6 
21.4 
23.0 
20.8 




I tea So. 9. 



Herotn _ 
1970 1971 1972 1973 



5.3 
14.6 
26.2 
33.3 
42.3 
43.3 



1.4 
6.9 
16.2 
26.3 
26.2 
15.3 



sa 

KA 
11.4 
19.2 
23.5 
22.0 



4.1 
12.3 
23.3 
31.0 
32.9 
30.5 



5.8 
17.2 
26.8 
36.8 
41.2 
45.0 



4.6 
14.1 
23.0 
32.2 
35.7 
35.5 



6.7 
16.3 
31.9 
39.6 
43.3 
45.4 



4.2 
14.8 
22.6 
32.9 
36.6 
37.8 



0.2 
4.9 
4.3 
6.5 
7.3 
7.0 



0.1 
0.8 
■» ■» 

r.s 

3.2 
2.6 



0.9 
2.0 
4.4 
5.9 
8.7 
7.3 



0.2 
1.3 
3.0 
4.1 
3.9 
J.O 



0.8 
2.0 
3.7 
6.0 
6.0 
7.2 



0.5 
1.6 
3.0 
4.3 
4.0 
3.5 



1.0 
1.9 
4.8 
5.5 
7.0 
6.2 



0.6 
1.2 
3.0 
3.0 
4.0 
3.5 



0.6 
2.8 
4.2 
5.8 
8.2 
7.2 



0.4 
2.1 
5.4 
9.3 
8.3 
7.8 



1.3 
3.5 
6.3 
7.0 
10.6 
10.7 



1.3 
3.0 
7.6 
11.0 
11.2 
10.4 



SA 

SA 
17.2 
23.2 
30.3 
31.9 



SA 

SA 
15.9 
25.5 
28.2 
31.7 



3.3 
9.8 
20.3 
27.9 
31.3 
32.4 



SA 


SA 


SA 


0.6 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


0.9 


SA 


SA 


2.0 


2.0 


1.3 


2.2 


1.9 


2.9 


2.3 


2.7 


2.3 


2.2 


2.6 


3.0 


2.> 


3.9 


2.2 


2 9 


3.9 


4.8 


2.6 


3.4 


2.3 


2.6 


3.4 


5.6 



1.4 
3.4 
5.3 
8.5 
9.2 
10.9 



1.4 
4.7 
8.5 
11.1 
12.5 
11.4 



NA V 

SA 

2.3 

3.6 

3.6 

5.4 



1.1 
2.4 
5.3 
7.1 
7.8 
7.8 



0.6 
1.9 
5.6 
8.5 
9.7 
, 5.9 



0.8 

i.2 

2.7 
3.1 
3.6 
4.4 



0.5 
2.3 
3.9 
4.8 
6.6 
5.0 



0.4 
2.1 
4.6 
7.7 
4.5 
4.6 



SA 

SA 

1.8 

2.3 

3.6 

2.4 



1.2 
3.7 
5.5 
5.7 
7.7 
7.2 



1.0 
3.5 
5.3 
6.2 
6.8 
5.3 



SA 

SA 

2.6 

2.5 

3.8 

3.7 



1.2 
3.0 
3.2 
5.5 
5.1 
5.8 



0.8 
2.7 
3.5 
5.3 
4.5 
4.0 



SA 

SA 

1.4 

2.8 

2.2 

2.8 



1.4 
2.5 
5.3 
4.4 
4.7 
5.4 



0.6 
2.2 
4.5 
4.1 
3.4 
5.4 



0.8 
1.2 
1.9 
2.3 
2.4 
2.1 



SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


3.7 


2.7 


3.4 


SA 


3.9 


4.0 


4.2 


SA 


4.9 


J.O 


i ft 

J.O 


SA 


5.9 


H .0 


** . j 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


1.9 


2.3 


2.3 


SA 


2.0 


2.6 


2.1 


SA 


3.3 


2.9 


2.7 


SA 


2.6 


2.7 


2.9 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


1.8 


l.i 


1.7 


SA 


1.8 


1.7 


1.8 


SA 


2.4 


1.7 


1.9 


SA 


3.0 


1.6 


2.0 



HfornU. 
ent Drug 




Any U«c During Paat Year 
Kale it 
Seventh Grade 
Elduh Crjde 
FresHsan 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 

Fcmglct 
Seventh Crade 
Eighth Crade 
Frethaaa 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 

Uncd Ten or More Tlacs 
" During YeaT 
Ha le t 
Seventh Crade 
Eighth Crade 
Freehaan 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 

Pensles 
Seventh Crade 
Eighth Crade 
Freahman 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 

Used Fifty or More Tines 
During Pa it Year 
Halca 
Seventh Crade 
Eighth Crade 
Frefhaan 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 

Feaalea 
Seventh Crade 
Eighth Crade 
Frethaan 
Sophoaore 
Junior 
Senior 

KA • Inforoatlon Sot Available 

NOTES , . Q7 . , 972 an<j 1973. using coaparable 



SA 
SA 
SA 
SA 
KA 
SA 



SA 

SA 

0.7 

0.8 

1.1 

l.l 



SA 

SA 

0.9 

0.8 

1.1 

1.0 



SA 

SA 

0.9 

0.6 

0.8 

0.9 



SA 


SA 


SA 


2.3 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


7.5 


SA 


7.2 


11.6 


12.5 


12.8 


0.7 


14.0 


17.0 


19.1 


14.8 


1.4 


14.4 


19.4 


20.7 


20.4 


0.8 


15.3 


18.5 


20.4 


20.4 


1.0 



SA 

SA 

1.0 

1.4 

1.4 

1.0 



SA 0.4 
SA 0.3 

1.1 1.4 
1.4^-0.5 
1.3 1.1 

1.2 1.0 



SA 

SA 

1.6 

3.8 

2.9 

2.7 



SA 

SA 

2.5 

4.0 

4.6 

4.3 



SA 

SA 

3.1 

4.5 

5.3 

4.9 



0.4 
0.6 
2.3 
3.5 
4.4 
4.1 



SA 

SA 

1.5 

3.0 

1.7 

1.5 



SA 

SA 

1.5 

2.3 

2.7 

2.2 



SA 

SA 

1.3 

1.9 

2.0 

1.4 



0.3 
0.9 
1.7 
1.4 
1.9 
2.2 



SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


KA 


SA 


SA 


1.4 


0.7 


1.4 


SA 


1.4 


1.2 


1.2 


SA 


1.8 


1.2 


1.7 


SA 


2.0 


1.2 


1.8 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


SA 


0.5 


0.7 


0.7 


SA 


0.5 


0.6* 


0.4 


SA 


0.7 


0.7 


0.7 


SA 


0.6 


0.6 


0.7 



Population Surveyed 

Student* in the ninth 
and eleventh grade* 
In the Prince Ceorp.es 
County* Maryland 
Junior and Senior 
High Schools, 
.lay 1972. 




Grade 9: 
Crado 11: 



Percentage of Kcspondent* 



IHOO 
798 





Marijuana 


Hall ucinoRcns 


Aop'ic t amines 


Barbiturates 


Sarcotfis 


f»lui 




i.Vvcr Tried 
















Orade 9 


73.7 


90.1 


85,6 


85.8 


'96.3 


89.5 




11 


59.7 


85.2 


81.6 


83.1 


92.4 


*9.1 




T_f*eij_But fail 
















Grade 9 


8,8 


4.1 


7.0 


7.5 


2.4 


s.a 




11 


11.1 


8.0 


10.1 


8.9 


5.5 


) 




l f se Once a Month 
















Orade V 


7.2 


4.0 


5.4 


5.1 


0.6 


1.* 




11 


11.1 


4.4 


5.4 






0.9 




V«e Once a Week 
















Grade* 9 


7.0 


1.6 


1./ 


1.3 


u.5 


O.li 




11 


12.5 


1.5 


2.3 


l.> 


0. 3 


0.2 




Vse Every Dav 
















Grade 9 


3.3 


0.2 


0.3 


0, 3 


0.2 


O.J 




U 


5.6 


0.^ 


0.6 


0.7 


U.5 


o.5 





KEPKKhXCf. 

Mai da, Peter 8, 4 Parent -Peer Croup Relationship* an2 
Tt'gnage_Drup, Use , rinal Progress fcepvrt on Public 
Health Service Snail Research r.rant R03-DA-00148, 
Institute of CrlDinal Justice and Crizainolcgy, 
University of Maryland, College Park, Maryland, no 
date. 



SPIES 

The data presented above were derived frees the nusbors ftivrn in l^bie 5 of this report. 
Within each Junior and ttenior high school in the school s>*tee» * lasses were selected ran- 
doalv for adninlstrat ion of the questionnaire. The resulting sample* constituted a^proxi- 
ontelv 15 percent of the ninth grade and 8 percent oi the eleventh grade student popula- 
tions. Steps were taken to insure the anonymity of the respondents. A copy of th* 
questionnaire is appended to the paper. 



It** No. %% 



Population 
Su rveyed 

Students 
in grades 
7-12 in 
58 school* 
in 29 
sciool 
districts 
In ntjli. 
Apr! 1 26. 
1972. 



>t of . 
Helton 

Mountain 



Data 
Col lection 
Tj>c ? miflu e 

Aiionv .wjs 
question- 
naire 



"lunbcr of 
^t' spondents 

Approximately 
10,900* 



tfever Vsr-d 
Once 

2-5 tlses 

6-10 titse* 

'lore than 10 tine;, 



Marijuana 
(Hashish) 

81. fi 
4.6 
4.2 
2.1 
7.S 



Hal lucinogens 
(LSD, !e«ca- 
Jine, __et£-JL_ 
93.0 
2.6 
1.6 
1.0 
1.8 



Percentage of Respond e nts 



varit*. sliphtlv by drug ty? 4 ' 



Stimulants 
(Amphetamines. 

89.3 
J. 5 
3.0 
1.5 

2.8 



Depressant ik Hjrd Ciarcot it 
(Sleeping (Heroin, Cpiu 
Pillfc, ctr.) etc .') 



47.6 

I. 0 

II. 6 

o. i 

0.5 




uta*» »tate r»v>jri of LJuc.it I. o , "< ta i 
D72 »tatevide Orw Nn*s*nnt." 
tit.e&» a 16 p., Lta'i t»tate ^o^rd of 
..duration. Division of ocnerjl 
kdutatl<xt t 14)0 Inl -jt rsl t .' » |u.« 
guildin.*, -.lit U« e Ot>» Uah 
84111 



Tlie usi*e categories in the data ilced al*>v* correspond to response choice- it*r tre lunttit* 1 
"Hos often have vou etper inented witi tthe Indicated) drugs'" othir qu*»sti<*»'i vMrU re-»p._*is*H *rr 
tabuluttd in V'c report pertain to reeenr* of last use, a*;** at which use was started, im at w ; ii*.H 
was stuped i»y t'lose who were u«ers and quit, and reasons u«r use or nonuse «f drug**. " ■ of thrse 
questions served as internal checks* on the reliability of th*- responses. The survey al><, 'btjified 
Inf tinat Ion on opinions regarding t.ie dangers involved in drug use, knovledg** aval 1 all • it> ul dru>^, 
locales in which dru,'*. are rtost often used, and opinions r^garo'ln* l.*vs for the control <i» drugs. 

Pic report states that schools participating in the assessment ad»ini«terrd t»ie surve. instrj^nt * 
all si-idi^nt-? at the sare tine wit'KHit prior announceeent. However, there Is no led. *..••« of how tn« ^ 
parti, lpatim; schools were selected. (A representative of the Utah State ftoar«! of IVfocatlon ha* i.-vllcaieJ, 
In a private eosssua lea? ion, that schools wilhin cooperating districts were rand^ly «Jr*vn ) ApproKiaataly 
65> survey sheets were discarded because they were grossly inconsistent, defaced, intc^lete, or *aa 
"disregard ay answers" as t*u» response to a question designed to check on response reliability. 
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Population Surveyed 

AIL junior and senior 
high school students 
In 44 public and pri- 
vate school 8 In the 
Cbarlotte /Mecklenburg 
' coanunlty of North 
Carolina. 
March 15, 1972. 



South 
Atlantic 



Corttunlty 
Type 

Metropolitan 



I 

Data • 

Collection 

Technique 

80-itea 
self-admln. * 
questionnaire. 



Number of 
Respondents 

32,995 
r 



REFERENCE 

i HcLeod, Jonnle H. and Crlzjle, Hloria A , Alcohol and Other Drug Usage Among Junior and 
£ ^ fioni or High School Students In Chariot te-Mecklenbur R Prepared for Community Drug Action 
1 Coaaittee, Charlotte-Mecklenburg, North Carolina, br the Institute of Covemaent, University 
of North Carolina at chapel HilJ. and Charlotte Drug Education Center, Charlotte, North 
J Carolina, June* 19, 1972. J 
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Hallucinogens 



Percentage of Rtspondw 
Amphet- Barb It - 



Ever Used: 





•Marijuana 


Unci. LSD) 


amines 


urates 


Cr. 7 


9.1 


4.2 


5.5 


4.0 


'Cr. 8 


17.1 


8.5 


11.3 


8.6 


Cr. ° 


26.1 


12.9 


15.9 


12.0 


Cr. 10 


30.0 


14.1 


17.9 


13.8 


Cr. 11 


34-7 


14.4 


18.5 


13.5 


Cr. 12 


39.6 


16.9 


19.5 


13.7 


Total 


*24.5~ 


11.2 


14.0 


10.6 



Over a Year y 
* Since Last used: 
Cr. 7 
Cr. 8 
Cr. 9 
Cr. 10 
Cr. 11 
Cr. 12 



Sex: 



Male 
Fexale 





1.1 * 


1.7 # 


*1.2 


2.4 


1.6 


2.2 ' 


1.9 


3.6 


1.8 


2.8 


2.5 


3.6 


2.4 


3.8 


2.7 


4.3 


2.9 


4.0 


2.9 


4.7 


3.4 


4.0 


* *6 


29.2 


13.2 


15.3 


12.0 


20.1 


9.4 


12.9 


9.0 








r 


18.2 


* 5.8 


7.2 


TA 


26.2 


12.5 


16.0 


11.2 


9.0 


5.2 


6.7 


5.6 


7.7 


3.4 


4.5 


3.1 


7.8 


2.6 


2.8 


1.9 



Race: Black 
White 

' Frequency of Use: 
Have Tried* 
Use Occasionally 
Use Frequenter 

NOTES 

This survey was based on responses received froa students who wen 
day and were willing to participate. Appropriate steps were taken to 
respondents and also of schools. The analysis of the data included pi 
of logically Inconsistent responses, and for the detection of consist* 
statcaent of usage.. Soae comparisons with relevant 1969 data are glvt 
on "Ever Used" and "Over a Year Since Last Used" enable soae conclusli 
of users who have 6 topped using drugs. Some attention Is given In thi 



Population Surveyed 

All students Crades 7-12 
in the Montgomery County, 
Maryland, Public Schools. 
January 1972 



Gcog. 
„ Region 



South 
Atl. 



Comaunlty 
Size 

Not Stated 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

251- item 

self-adsin. 

questionnaire 



Sample 
Size 



School Leve l Usage 
Junior Hi ah 



. Senior High 



Never Used 
Tried but Quit 
Once/Month 
Once /Week 
Every Day 
No Response 

Never Used 
Tried b»jt Quit 
Once/Month 
Once /Week 
Every Day 
No Response 



Percentage of Respondent* 

Aaphet amines Rarblturatea 




(Marijuana usage was'reported by specific grade and by flex for the I 



REFERENCE 

Elseroad, Homer 0. and Goodman, Samuel M. , Teenagers' Attitudes Toward the Use of Drugs, • 
Alcohol, and Cigarettes . Montgomery County Public Schools, Rockville, Maryland, Augus. 31, 
'19.72. 



o 

ERLC 



NOTE_S 

This survey was based on a 5 percent randoa saaple froa the tartf 
•tratiflrf by school, grade, sex, and attendance »«tlon«. The p.rj 
respondents had the opportunity to withdraw their children if they J 
were taken to assure the students that no one was «l« c " d '° r 
anonymity of the individual respondents was P".erved ; ^wMl chj 
and credibility of tha results were built into the questionnaire* 
Si. report is'the comparison between the 1972 data and the V.ult. 
which was conducted in an essentially identical manner. 
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..Geog. 
Region 

South 
Atlantic 



Coaaunlty 

Im— 

Metropolitan 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

80-ltea 

•elf-adxin. 

questionnaire 



Kuaber of 
Respondents 

32,995 
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i 




I ten No. 12 








Percentile 


of Respondents 




Used 






Hallucinogens 


Acphet- 


Barbit- 








Marlluaaa 


(incl. LSD) 


anines 


urates 


Opiates 


Infutlsnts 


SeMle 


Ever Used: Cr. 7 


9.1 


4.2 


5.5 


4.0 


., 3.3 


18.7 




Cr. S 


17.1 


8.5 


11.3 


8.6 


5.1 


19.7 




Cr. 9 


26.1 


12.9 


15.9 


12.0 


" 6.8 


20.8 




Cr. 10 


30.0 


14.1 


17.9 


13.8 


7.6 


17.4 




Cr. 11 


34. 7 


14.4 


18.5 


13.5 


7.0 


13.5 




Cr. 12 


39.6 


16.9 


19.5 


13.7 


7.5 


11.9 




* Totsl 


24.5 


11.2 


14.0 


10.6 


6.0 


17.5 




Over a Year 
















Since Last Used; 












7.9 




Cr. 7 


1.7 


1.1 


1.7 


1.2 


1.1 




Cr. 8 


2.4 


1.6 


2.2 


1.9 


1.2 


7.8 




Cr. 9 


3.6 


1.8 


2.8 


2.5 


1.7 


9.1 




Cr. 10 


3.6 


2.4 


3.8 


2.7 


1.7 


9.1 




Cr. 11 


4.3 


2.9 


4.0 


2.9 


1.5 


8.0 




Cr."l2 


4.7 


3.4 


4.5 


3.6 


1.7 


7.2 




Sex: Male 


29.2 


13.2 


15.3 


12.0 


7.5 


20.1 


6.3 


Feral c 


20.1 


9.4 


12.9 


9.0 


4 6 


* 15.0 


3.2 


Race: Black 


18.2 


5.8 


7.2 


7.1 


5.0 


12.7 


6.1 


White 


26.2 


12.5 


16.0 


11.2 


5.9 


18.9 


3.9 


Frequency of Use: 










3.4 


12.3 




Have Tried 


9.0 


5.2 


6.7 


5.6 




Use Occasionally 


7.7 


3.4 


4.5 


3.1 


1.4 


3.3 




Use Frequently' 


7.8 


2.6 


2.8 


1.9* 


y 1.2 


1.9 





rzle, Clorla A . Hcohol and Other Drug Usage Aaorg Junior sr.d 
in Chariot te- Mecklenburg . Prepared for CcssunltY Drug Action 



enburg. North Carolina, by the Institute of Covcrnaent, University 
Hill *rd Charlotte Drug. Education Center, Charlotte, Worth 



.NOTES 

This survey was bssed on responses received from students who were - attendance on the given 
day and wexe willing to participate. Appropriate steps were taken t- , ve the anonymity of 
respondents and also of schools.. The analysis of the dsta included pr es for the detection 

of logically inconsistent, responses, and for the detection of consistent ^rsteteaent or over- 
statement of ussge. Scoc 'comparisons with relevant 1969 data are given in the report. The data 
on "Ever Used" and "Over a Year Since Last Used** enable aoae conclusions to be drawn sbout numbers 
of users who have stopped using drugs. Soae sttentlon is given In the report to multiple drug use. 



Cossunlty 
Size 

Sot Stated 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

251-itea 

self-adsln. 

questionnaire 



Sasple 
Site 

2,922 



School Level U«age 
Junior High 



Senior High 



Sever Used 
Tried but Quit 
Once/Month 
Once/Week 
Every Day 
No Response 

Never Used 
Tried but Quit 
Once/Month 
Once/Week 
Every Day 
No Response 



Percentsce of Respondents 



Marlluana 
1969 1972 



LSD 
1969 1972 



Acphctattlnea Barbiturates 
1969 1972 1969 1972 



Heroin 
1969 1972 



I ten No. 13 

I 

X Clue 
1969 1972 
91.7' 92.6 
5.3 5-5 




(Marijuana usage was reported by specific grade and by sex for the two years.) 



,,^ 4lt Sanuel M , Teenagers 1 Attitude a Toward th e Use of Drugs, 
Hontgotviry County Public Schools. Rockville. Maryland, August 31, 




NOTES ' . . 

™. aurvev was based on a 5 percent random saaple fron the target population. 

atraUMeS S «teol, £*Z ««. and attendancs aectiona. The parent, o potrat al 
rlsnordents had tha opportunity to withdraw their children if they so desired Steps 
were flJen to^s ura "e atudent. that no one w.a selected far personal reasois. and 
rno^yStfof the inalvidusl respondents v.s pre.erved. Internal check* on f*£™% 
™"'"VJ f . b lu lnt0 tht questionnaire. A special teatore or 

c^ri£ be^een the 1972 d.t. «d the re.ult. of « 1969 .urv.y. 
which was conducted in an eaacntisll/ identical oanner. 



Popu I at ton a Surv ey t-d 

All Junior and Senior 
High School Students 
In Che Duval County 
Public Schools, 
Jacksonville, Florid.). 
Spring, 1971 and 
Spring, 1972. 



Ceog. 
Re^iort 

'oOUttl 

All. 



Data 

Collection 
Tec hntO' ie 

41-Itee 
»f K-a<J*tn. 
que st lo»*airc 



Sample 

_Si_ze Year grade 
17, *4S 1971 



10 



Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Stc-nusers: 



16.046 1972 



10- 



12 



Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

U^crs: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 



REFERENCE 

Duval County School Board, Jacksonville, Flrrida. Drug and _AlcaUol Oplnlonnalrti and 
Usage Survey, Grades 7, 8, 9. 10, 11 , 12. Spring 1971: Spring 19 72. Prepared -by 
Research and Program Evaluation Sec Tfon, Curriculum Division, Duval County School 
Board. Jacksonville, Florlrii. toy 19 '2. 



Ha Hue 1- 

Mj rijuana Hashish Mescaline nolens 
H* - F'*~ M F ~M F « T~ 



5.7 2.8 S.2 1.4 1.4 0.4 2.6 
4.2 0.7 1.6 0.2 1.0 1.2 2.3 

89.7 95.6 92.8 98.1 V5.6 98.4 94.0 

7.9 4.7 5.2 2.8 .5 2.5 3.4 
4.2 2.9 2.2 1.5 1.8 1.3 2.8 

87.2 91.5 92.1 95.0 94. 5 96.2 91.7 

13.0 9.6 6.4 4.0 5.J&4.4 4.9 
5.2 5.6 3.4 4.7 3.2 1.8 5.0 
<?0.5 83.9 90.1 90.2 91.1 93.7 89.4 

16.6 11.2 9.6 5.2 5.5 4.2 5.9 
6 5 5.7 5.4 3.9 4. A 4.6 5.0 

75.4 82.2 84.0 90.0 90.2 91.3 86.5 

22.9 J4.5 13.7 8.3 7.4 5.9 5.8 
10.9 . T .S 6.4 4.7 8.0 5.5 9.6 

65.3 77.1 ;«.2 86.3 84.7 89.5 &1.9 

28.7 14.5 18.4 8.9 12.1 4.8 9.2 

12.8 7.6 6.1 4.0 o.9 4.0 9.6 

57.6 >7.G 74.7 85.3 81.1 91.3 78.9 

9.9 3.6 6.0 1.4 2.6 0.7 3.8 

5.8 3.2 2.0 1.1 2.0 0.4 2.2 
83.0 91.4 90.6 96.3 93.9 98.9 93.3 

10.8 8.8 5.8 3.5 3.i 2.Z 3.2 
5.6 5.1 3.0 3.9 1.9 3.6 2.8 

82.5 85.7 90.9 91.8 94.2 S3. * <>3.? 

24.3 17.7 11.7 S 5 7.3 6.1 0.3 
7.5 5.8 4.7 3.7 « 1 4.2 4.6 

66.5 75.8 83.0 87.5 S8.3 89 6 87.9 

29.7 19.6 13.4 8.6 8 : 5 2 7.3 
9.0 6.4 6.4 3.6 7.3 5.4 7.8 

59.2 73.0 77.8 86.7 82. J 2* 32.1 

32.7 18.0 15. S 10.9 9.1 5.0 6.1 

10.3 11.4 6.3 6.7 ».6 8.3 7.3 

55.9 69.9 77.6 82.0 83.1 »*6.7 84.9 

36.6 21.6 19.6 10.1 10.6 3.0 8.5 

10.6 10.2 8.0 8.3 9.1 /.9 10 3 

51.7 67.4 71.6 70.6 79.8 86.8 79.5 



Percentage of Respondents 
Aaphet- Barblt- Heroin o 
a mines urates Horphlne 
M F M F M F 

0.6 3.4 2.8 4.2 3.8 2.1 0. 

2.3 2.3 2.1 4.7 3.9 2.1 0. 

96.4 94.1 94.7 91.3 92.2 95.9 98.1 

2.0 5.7 5.2 5.7 5.6 2.S 1. 

2.1 2.8 3.6 4.9 5.1 1.6 1.1 
94.7 91.3 91.2 89.0 89.2 95.6 97.! 

3.8 7.9 7.3 7.7 9.3 3.4 Z.. 

3.1 4.7 ^ 8.1 6.5 10.5 3.4 1.; 
91.1 87.2 84.2 85.9 79.8 93.1 96.: 

4.2 9.3 9.7 9.6 9.4 3.6 l.t 

4.8 5.7 7.1 6.4 10.9 1.6 0.! 
88.1 85.0 83.1 84.0 79.4 94.5 97.: 

3.6 8.1 8.1 8.6 9.5 2.7 0.1 

5.9 9.5 9.3 10.2 11.3 1.8 1.: 

88.0 82.1 82. 5 81.0 78.9 95.2 97.< 

*.0 12.6 7.8 11.6 9.1 4.2 3.1 
4.1! 5.5 7.2 12,8 7.6 2.6 0.1 
87.9 7S.3 83.9 75.0 82.6 92.6 95*: 

1.4 4.7 3.0 6.5 5.1 2.7 0.: 
0.9 4.0 2.3 5.1 4.0 2.0 0.< 

97.5 90.8 94.5 87.9 91.0 94.9 9S.i 

3.3 5.1 4.4 4.2 f..f 1.9 0.( 
2.3 1.7 5.6 0.4 6.*> 2.3 1.3 

94.1 91.2 90.4 90.9 86.0 95.3 9/.i 

5.3 1C.3 11.3 10.5 12.6 3.6 1.1 

4.7 5.6 7.3 7.4 8.8 2 2 2.] 
SP.9 8\5 81.3 81.'- ?8.4 93.6 96.C 

4.8 8.5 9.0 S.9 12.7 3.2 1.4 

4.6 9.2 10.5 10.6 12.1 4.5 1.4 
90.1 81.4 80.2 70.3 75.0 90.8 97. ( 

4.7 7.4 10.9 7.3 13.0 2 9 2.1 
6.2 8.0 11.4 8.8 10.9 2.8 2.1 

87.0 83.9 77.5 32.6 75.9 93.9 95.7 

3.5 12.6 9 5 11. fc U.9 4.2 1.8 
8.1 9.5 11. 0 9.9 10.7 3.4 1.3 

8/.0 77 1 79.1 77.2 76.7 91.7 96.5 



* H denotes Kale respondents. 
F denotes Female respondents. 

NOTES 

Presented above Is a condensation oi the Jata on drug use found 
user categories are broken dovn as follows. 

Users: "Just about every day", "'about once n week", and "a 
Quitters: ". .. used to quite a bit" and "did once or tvice 
Nonusers: "no, but 1 would" nnd "no» and 1 don't want to". 
The figures cited above were obtained by susalng the corresponding fl 
Failure to add to 100 percent within sets is due to the omission of t 
tion, plus possible rounding error, which together affect the results 
In both years, two grades were fully surveyed, while the remind 
the rario of approximately one out of every ten students). In 1971, 
surveyed and other grades were rundoniy saaplcd. In 1972, grades 9 a 
other grades were randomly sampled. Steps were taken to preserve the 
The report consists, of tabular presentations of results, plus eoce gr 
the accuracy of the responses and the comparison of the responses in 
aaked to answer a question on the accuracy of their responses, - to ena' 
on the extent of unreliable responses. An interesting feature was th 
a mythical drug ("Da yoa tnYc AFC7") . However, no Interpretation Is-* 
question; they Arc simply presented with the other tabiflat ions. 
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Item No. 14 



Data 

Ccog. Collection 
Regio n Tec hniqu e. 



South 
Atl. 



4 1-1 tea 

self-adaln. 

questionnaire 



Saotple 
Slat' Y»\ir 

17,548 1971 



(.r.ido 



10 
U 
12 

16,046 1972 7 



Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users : 

Quiircrs: 

Sonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

* Users: 
Quitters: 
Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 

Users: 

Quitters: 

Nonusers: 



iStoVse-ction, 'currlcSlua DIviSionTD^al County School 
Florida, May 1972. 



10 




4^ 



Mescalin e 



5.7 2.3 
4.2 0.7 
89.7 95.6 



5.2 1.4 
1.6 0.2 
92.8 9S.1 



7.9 
4.2 



A. 7 
2.9 



5*2 
2.2 



2.8 
1.5 



M 

3.4 
1.0 

95.6 

3.5 
1.8 



0.4 
1,2 
98.4 

2.5 
1.3 



Halluci- 
no g ens 
M F 

2.6 
2.3 
94.0 

3.4 
2.8 



Percent age of Respondents 
Atcphct- Rarblt- Heroin or 
ami nes urates Morphine 
M F M F M F 



Oplun 
M F 



0.6 
2.3 



3.4 
2.3 



2.8 
2.1 



4.2 
4.7 



3. 
3.9 



2.1 

2,1 



0,4 
0.7 



2.9 
2.0 



1.2 
0.7 



1.9 
1.5 



0.4 

1.2 



3.6 

9.6 



3.6 
3.5 



87.2 91.5 92.1 95.0 94.5 96.2 91.7 
4.9 
5.0 



13.6 9.6 6.4 4.0 5.7 4.4 
5.2 5.6 3.4 4.7 3.2 1.8 

80.5 83.9 90.1 90.2 91.1 93.7 89.4 

16.6 11.2 9.6 5.2 5.5 4.2 5.9 
6.5 5.7 5.4 3.9 4.4 4.6 5.0 

75,'. 82.2 84.0 90.0 90.2 91.3 86.5 
22.9 14.5 13.7 8.3 7.4 5.9 5.8 
10.9 7.8 6.4 4.7 8.0 5.5 9.6 
65.3 77.1 79.2 86.3 84.7 89.5 81.9 

28.7 14.5 18.'. 8.9 12.1 4.8 ^.2 

12.8 7.6 
57.6 77.0 



9l'l iCl 9V.7 91.3 92.2 95.9 98.8 94.9 98.2 96.7 98.4 86.8 92.9 
2.0 5.7 5.2 5.7 5.6 2.5 1.1 2.8 1-3 2.7 1.2 5.9 3.8 

4.5 3.1 4.7 2.1 6.0 5.6 
4.5 3.0 4.2 1.9 8.2 9.7 



3.8 
3.1 



7.9 
4.7 



7.3 
8.1 



7.7 9.3 
6.5 10.5 



3.4 
3.4 



2.1 
1.2 



".1 91.1 93.3 91.1 95.5 85.9 84.2 
1.5 
9.8 



4.2 
2.4 



1.9 
2.7 



4.9 
2.3 



2.0 3.7 
1.6 10.3. 



9l!l 87.2 84.2 85.9 79.8 93.1 96. 
4 2 9.3 9.7 9.6 9.4 3.6 1.4 

..8 5.7 »-^.^W;Ji;^; 9 Viw:iw:8 96a8S.f89^ 

0.9 3.8 1.9 3.3 1.6 3.3 1.5 

1.2 4.6 3.3 3.6 2.4 11.2 
88.6 82.1 82.5 81.0 78.9 95.2 97, 

18 ., 8.9 12.1 «.« « J.0 12 6 7 8 U.« . 2 3 5 6.5 3.3 3.5' 3.0 3.2 3.8 

«£:S s\:l ,t-.3 ni «:! AS a 7 3^ £ «:. «.« *<>■* ^-zi 3 - 9 87 - 2 91 - 5 



88.1 85.0 83.1 84.0 79. 
3.6 8.1 8.1 8.6 9.5 2.7 

5.9 9.5 9.3 10.2 11.3 J >; 8 9? .^ i;3 92 ? 95 ? O10 



7.0 



3.6 6.0 1.4 2.6 0.7 3.8 

3.2 2.0 1.1 2.C 0.4 2.2 

91.4 90.6 96.8 93.9 98.9 93.3 

8.8 5.8 3.5 3.3 2.3 3.2 

5.1 3.0 3.9 1.9 3.6 2.8 

82.5 85.7 90.9 91.8 94,2 93.9 93.7 

7.3 6.1 <?>3 

4.1 4.2 4.6 
18.3 89.6 87.9 



9.9 
5.8 
83.0 

10.8 
5.6 



0.7 
0.7 



3.8 
1.1 



0.4 
1.2 



5.6 
9.8 



3.0 
7.7 
.3 



3.3 
2.3 



29.7 
9.0 
59.2 



1 4 4.7 3.0 6.5 5.1 2.7 0.7 2.7 
9?"- 9 5 90.8 A5 £5 itt A! AS A'X 98.6 94.2 98.0 84.2 89. 

5 i 4.4 4.2 6.7 1.9 0.8 2.6 1.7 3.0 2.1 6.3 3.8* 

3!; 5.0 4.4 6.9 2.3 1.2 1.4 1.2 U2 W4 11.4 10.1 
94.1 91.2 90.4 90.9 86.0 95.3 97. 
5.3 10.3 11.3 10.5 12.6 3.6 1.7 4.6 2.3 

st-l 8 5 3-5 Sut £.1 £o «.8 £5 90, tl.4 8,., 

4.8 8.5 9.0 8.9 12.7 3.2 1.4 S.« 2.0 3.8 2.0 2.3 

2.9 2.1 3.1 2.3 4.3 2.4 3.6 2.4 
2.8 2.1 4.3 4.5 4.9 



7*.7 P5.8 96.7 95.6 96.0 81.2 85.2 
2.0 
.9 



4.8 
3.9 



2.7 3.8 
2.6 13.7 



4.7 
6.2 



7.4 10.9 
8.0 11.4 



7.8 13.0 
8.8 10.9 



2.6 
7.8 



2.8 9.0 5.2 



87, 83, 77, 82.8 75, ,3, 95, 92, 92, 89.6 94, 86, 91, 



3 5 12 6 9.5 11.8 11.9 4.2 1.8 5.1 
s".l 9.5 11.0 9.9 10.7 3.4 1-3 4.8 
87 0 77 1 79.1 77.2 76.7 91.7 96.5 88.9 94 



2.6 6.6 2,6 5.2 
5,1 4.7 2.6 10.4 
4 87.9 94.3 83.5 



3.4 
8.1 
8,1 



24.8 17.7 11.7 8.5 
7.5 5.8 i.7 3.7 

66.5 7S.8 83.0 87.5 
19.6 13.4 8.8 8.5 5.2 7.3 

6.4 6.4 3.6 7.8 5.4, 7.8 
73.0 77.8 86.7 82.3 88.9 82.1 

32.7 16.0 15.8 10.9 9.1 5.0 6.1 
10.3 U.4 6.3 6.7 7.6 8.3 7.3 
-.55.9 69.9 77.6 82.0 83.1 86.7 84.9 

36.6 21.6 19.6 10.1 10.6 5.0 ?.5 

10.6 10.2 8.0 8.3 9.1 7.9 10.3 

51.7 67.4 71.6 70.6 79.8 86.8 79.5 

* M denotes Male respondents. 

F denotes Fcnale respondents. ^ 

"presented above U . «■» " '™« ^ * M> " ""'^ 

user categories are broken down as follows: 

Users- "just about every day", "about once a week", and "about once a »>nth ■. 

Ouitters- " . uaed to quite i bit" and "did once or twice' ; and 

££'. "no, but . would" and "no. and 1 don't want to' . 

The figures cited above were obtained by au«l»g U. * {T^S^IlSKfta, 
Failure to add to 100 percent within acta to due to tl . on salon o >f ^ pcrccnt 

tlon. Plus possible rounding error, which together .««« he „ ndonly „ op j c J (In 

In both years, two grades were fully surveyed .«'•>"- j 8 and u vcie ( u Uy 

the ratio of aopfoxlmtely one out o f every en «ude„ts). n 1971, R f — 

surveyed and other grades were nuuta.lv W.pUd. In 1972 . g«d « » • in lty of tbe respondents, 
other grades were randocly nailed. Steps were takLn to P r ^ c ™^™* 3pl , 9 / and ' br | cf COB ,ents on 
The report consists of tabular presentation.- of r f U J"« ^""f ,„ thu ^ years. Students were 
the accuracy of the responses and the • «WLrl.« of ^ responses » S(m / Ju d P .rent to be Nd, 
asked to answor-a question on accuracy-o/ -nulr-responses, to enable ^ ^ ^ ^ on 

r4S^ f s'jr^Tssr- ASrrisirsrH .» «. «*« °< - 

^esilon- they 8 are sl» P ly presented with the oth,r tabulations. 
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Item No. 



Population 
Survcvcd 



Students, 
grades 7 
through 
12, In the 
eight local 
school 
districts 
of 

Shiouaj^cc 
County. 
Michigan 
Januarv 1972 



Geog. 
Kg g io n 

Eas>t 
»orth 
Central 



Data 

Collection Htsibcr of 
Technique _ J^J^ViiJlJL 4 * 
17-1 ten 7.432 
" seJf-adnin. 
quest l^n^ 
oair/e 



Mesca- 



Marijuana 


1 aah.ibh 


LSD 


line 


E\j>o r incn t a ti on 






0.5 




Hales: Age 12 




1 


0.3 


13 


/ 


2 


2 


2 




12 


5 


3 


3 


15 


23 


10 


7 


7 


16 


34 


1 8 


9 


13 


17 


37 


*» j 


12 


15 


18 


42 


L O 


14 


1? 


Total 


22 


11 




8 


Fvr»ales : Age 12 


2 


0.9 


0.4 


0.9 


1 3 


c. 
0 


2 


2 


1 


14 


13 




4 


4 


15 


18 


7 


5 


7 


16 


28 






12 


17 


26 


* 15 


8 


11 


18" 


24 


1 3 


8 


XI 


Tot.il 


16 


8 


5 


6 


Use 

"ales: A>;e 12 








0.3 


1 


0.5 


0.5 


13 


4 


1 


0.2 


, 1 


14 


7 


3 


2 


2 


15 


16 


7 


4 


4 


16 


27 


13 


7 


9 


17 


27 


14 


8 


10 


IS 


32 


18 


12 


12 


Total 


16 


7 


5 


5 


Feralcs: Age 12 


1 


0.4 


0.2 


0.4 


13 


3 


0.8 


0.2 


1 


14 


8 


3 


2 


1 


15 


13 


3 


4 


3 


16 


21 


10 


7 


8 


17 


20 


12 


6 


8 


18 


18 


11 


3 


8 


Total 


11 


5 


3 


4 



Perce ntage of Respondents 
P«llo- Barbl- Glue 

cvMn Speed Curat es Heroin Oplua Cocaine Snlfting 



0 



3 
1 
1 
3 
5 
6 
8 
3 

0.4 
0.7 

2 
2 
4 
4 
7 
2 

0.3 
0.7 
0.6 
2 
4 
3 
6 
2 

0.4 
0.3 
0.4 
1 
2 
3 
4 
1 



1 
3 
5 
9 

15 

18 

17 

10 
2 
5 
9 

13 
20 
16 
18 
11 

0.3 
1 

2 
5 
9 

13 
11 

6 
7 



0 



2 
4 
9 
14 
11 
9 
7 



6 
12 
lt> 

w 

20 
11 

3 

5 
10 
13 
21 
18 
14 
12 

1 
2 
3 
6 
10 
13 
14 
6 
1 
2 
5 
8 
14 
13 
10 
8 



0.5 
0.7 
0.7 

2 
3 
4 
6 
2 

0.4 
0.5 
1 

2 

2 
2 
4 
1 

0 

0.2 
0.3 
0.8 
1 
2 
3 
9 
2 
3 
9 
9 
1 
4 
1 
7 



0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 
0. 

0 

0. 



0.5 
0.7 

2 

3 

7 

9 

11 

4 

0.4 
0.8 

2 

5 
5 
9 
3 

0.5 ' 

0.3 

0.7 
1 
4 
5 
8 
2 

0.4 
0.5 
0.9 
1 

3 
4 
4 
2 



1 

2 
2 
4 
6 
7 
10 
4 
1 

1 « 

3 

3 

5 

4 

7 

3 

0.5 
0.7 
0.7 

1 

2 

5 

7 

2 

0.7 
0.7 
1 
1 
3 
2 
3 
2 



12 
13 
13 
13 
15 
13 
13 
13 
10 
11 
11 
13 
10 
7 
6 
10 



3 
3 
5 
6 
5 
.5 
5 
3 
3 
4 
6 
3 
3 
1 



'.iohley. Jad: and Harrison, Janes A., 
Drug a nd Alcohol Abjj se in _fon*a_l 
:Ud-Michi/an. Connission on Alcohol 
"and^Drng Education (C.A.D.n.) o. 
Shiawassee County, Michigan, 
Shiawassee County Intermediate 
School District, Corunnn, iLchifan 
48817, torch 1$. 1972. 



*ov. .rc ft. feu on I1W»! *g tounj ..rtU repor,. "Hxpe £. ««!-" 
of t'le indicated drugs once, occasionally, or frequently. dse rcters to tne 

advance, and anonvnity of the respondents was assured. 



/ 



'orcentogc of Respondents 
Hallucinogens Amphetamines Barbiturat es Tranquilizers Cjt 

F 




H % F M 

1.9 0.7 1.2 

3.1 4.3 2.3 

5.7 J.l 6.0 

6.8 8.4 9.2 
15.4 7.1 13.4 

5.0 5.9 5.4 

M denotes Male respondents. \ 
V den otes F emale respondents. * s 

REFERENCE £22^1 
Hew Hampshire. State of, "Governor's The fibres presented above pertain to users (within the previous six months) of th 

Committee on Drug Abuse Data Collection." Thev have been inferred, as Percentages of the numbers of respondents of each sex in ea< 

Ilitseo. 14 p., State of ."e W Hampshire the numbers Riven in Table 4 this report. The total numbers of respondents of each - 

Department of Health and Welfare, group are given in Chart 1 in u> report The schools (56) were random y sc ecjed and 

September 14, 1972. random sampling of students by gro e was designated by the school administrator. No del 

questionnaire or its administration are given. 

In addition to the school survey, the report also describes an investigation of a p 

drug users. 



Data 



Percentage of Respondents 
Use in Last Year Hallucinogens Amphet- 



Ceog. Community Collection Sample £L^ o t me ) Year Marijuana iffi W amines. 4 
Population Surveyed Region Size (Pop) Technique. _Sizc_ Cuxdc S™£?S ™»1 -=— ~& fT H F H F M F ! 

All students in Grade? West Small City 12-itco 1519 in 1971 10 W 

10-12 at Parkway North (11,000) self-admin. 1570 in 197,2 

West Senior High Central questionnaire 

School in Ballwin, nnsver-d on 

Missouri. <. computer 

1971 and 1972 card. ^ ^ 

3-9 
10+ 

12 ^ 
10* 

'* M donotes Male respondents. 
F denotes Female respondents. 

NOTES 




The procedure used in this survey was to ask the students during a 
Survey Results furnished by Hr. Dan Natalc, Assistant Principal, rarKway west fco re8p0n(j to a ^-itcm questionnaire by recording their answers on an 

Senior High School, Ballwin, Missouri 63011. of i lu ji v idual respondents was preserved. Except for absentees on the i 

were received from all members of the target population. 



9 



4b , 47 



ERIC 



Itea Ho. 16 



4. 



Ceo*. 
Region 

.lew 

England 



Data 
Collection 
Technique 

Question- 
naire 



Saa;>lc 
Size, 

8,846 



12 . 
13-ft 
15-16 
17-18 

lOf 
Total 



' larl luana 
"1* K* 



4.0 
12.2 
30.0 
41.0 

23.2 



1 

n 

27 
32 
7 

21. 



"1 

1.0 
3.3 
9.3 
14.2 
19.2 
8.1 



IWecn tnpc of Respondents , 
l»clnpsgns " A^taalncs Barbiturates Tranquilizers 
| k M F M F 



0.2 
3.8 
7.5 
8.0 
7.1 
5.6 



5. 
7. 
16. 

20, 
*2 
13 



2.1 
7.3 
12.4 
12.6 
14.3 
9.9 



2.2 
4.3 
11.0 
14.4 
21.2 
9.2 



0.9 
6.1 
11. 5 
14.5 
7. 1 
9.5 



2.2 
6.2 
9.5 
11.9 
19.2 
8.6 



2.1 
9.1 
13.1 
12.6 
0.0 
10.7 



1.9 
3.1 
5.7 
6.8 
15.4 
5.0 



Opiates, 
M F 



Inhalants 
11 F 



0.7 
4.3 
7.1 
8:4 
7.1 
5.9 



1.2 
2.3 
6.0 
9.2 
13.4 
5.4 



0.5 
2.5 
3.7 
4.4 
14.3 
3.2 



4.0 
* 4.5 
5'.e 
4.X 
15.4 
5.0 



2.6 
5.0 
4.1 
2.8 
0.0 
3.9 



uhlre, State of, "Governor s 
:ee on Drug Abuse Data Collection. 
-14 p.. State of I.cw Hampshire 
tent of Health and Welfare, 
>er 14, 1972. 



* :i denotes "*alc respondents. 
P denotes »naic respondents. 

i 

— ~ , . nnrr.fn to users (within the previous «lx aonths) of the indicated drugs. 

The C inures presented above pcruln }° Q " " c * p Lients of each sex in each age group, ft * 

o" ^l^^'X^ - "Hoc* * -«.U. « - 

^T^^^^^^-^^ ics " lbcs - lnve " lKatlon of a populatlon o£ 1565 

drug users. 



Item No. 17 



log. 
alon 



list 

orth 
en^ral 



Cotoraunity 
Size (Pop), 

Sauill City 
(11.000) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique^, 

12-Jltcn 

sclf-adoin. 

questionnaire 

answered on 

conputcr 

card. 



Sjcplv 
Size 



Cr.idc 



1519 in 1971 10 
1570 in 1972 



12 



Use in LaKt Year 
(Number oj times) 

1-2 

3-'» 

10- 

i-: 

3-0 
1(H 
1-2 
3-<> 
10^ 



Percentage of Respondents 
Hallucinogens Aaphet- 



Inhalajtta 



Year 




* M denotes Male respondents. 
F denotes Fcoalc respondents. 



Mr. Dan Natalc. Assistant Principal. Parkway West 
i, Missouri 63011. 



NOTES » 

5 S3M l£!ZE£7Z2& ""^for^Lc^o,, the day or the s u rv ey . -spon.c. 
were received fron all Bcnbcrs of the target populatlon. 




4/ 



4* 



49 



Population 


Gcog. 


Surveyed 


Region 


Studcn 


? a c I f I c 


In grades 




6 through 




12 In all 




51 schools 




of the 




Anchorage 




Borough 




Schoo 1 




District 




and In the 




10 schools 




located at 




Elnendorf 




Air Force 




Base and 




Fort 




Richardson 




Amy Base, 




Anchorage 




Alaska. 




;Jovcrabcr 17, 


1971. 





/ 



Data 
Collection 
Techn l_t inp_ 

18-lten 
self-adnln. 
question- 
naire 



Number of 
Respondents 

15,634 



Use At least Once 
Grade 6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

Total 

Use Ten or Hore Tines 
Grade 6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

Total 

Use Once nr More This Week 



Mari- 
juana 
o r TKC 

3.4 
8.7 
21.2 
29. A 
39.5 
4^.9 
45. 7 
24.0 

0.8 
3.5 
9.9 
17.7 
25. A 
30. A 
31.2 
14.1 



Hashish 



Percentage of Respondt 
Mesca- 

MDA, line or Araphet- Barbi- 
tal) ctc._ Peyote amines _ tu rates 



Grade 


6 


0.3 




7 


1.5 




8 


5.8 




9 


12.0 




10 — 


15.5 




11 


21.0 




12 


20.5 


Total 


rtr Mnm Tines Tills Week 


9.0 


e Four 




G rade 


6 


0.2 




7 


0.5 




8 


1.9 




9 


4.5 




10 


6.4 




11 


8.1 




12 


9.3 


Total 




3.6 



1.0 


0.9 


0.3 


0.5 


3.3 


2.2 


1.5 


1.9 


10.4 


7.1 


3.7 


7.5 


17.2 


12.4 


6.4 


13.7 


23.8 


17.1 


10.9 


18.4 


30.6 


21.8 


14.0 


24.5 


32.0 


18.7 


13.4 


22.1 


14.1 


9.7 


5.9 


10.6 



0.2 

1.0 

3.6 

8.0 
12.1 
16.9 
18.6 

6.8 

Q.l 
0.5 
1.9 
3.3 
4.4 
6.2 
7.8 
2.6 

o'.i 

0.3 
0.6 
1.3 
1.3 
1.8 
2. 1 
0.9 



0.1 
0.5 
2.3 
4.8 
8.4 
12.2 
10.0 
•4.4 . 

0.2 
0.4 
1.0 
1.9 
3.2 
3.7 
3.2 
1.6 

0.1 
0.1 
' 0.2 
0.4 
0.7 
0.6 
0.7 
0.3 



0.0 
0.3 
1.0 
2.0 
3.6 
4.1 
5.2 
1.9 

0.1 
0.3 
0.3 
0.7 
1.1 
1.4 
1.3 
0.6 

0.0 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 



0.0 

0.4 

2.6 

5.5 

8.7 
12.4 
10.5 

4.7 

0.1 
0.3 

1.0 

1.5 

3.0 

3.2 

2.1 

1.4 

0.0 ' 

0.1 

0.2 

0.5 

0.6 

0.6 

0.^ 

0.3 



I. 4 
3.3 

11.6 
16.6 
21.4 
25.1 
25.0 
12.8 

0.2 
1.0 
3.4 
6.4 
9.3 

II. 9 
11.8 

5.2 

0.0 
0.7 
1.1 
3.1 
3.6 
3.9 
4.0 
2.0 

> 0.0 
0.3 
0.3 
0.7 
1.0 
1.1 
1.1 
0.5 



1.0. 

2.3 

7.5 
13.0 
15.5 
19.2 
17.5 

9.4 

0.2 
0.6 
2. 1 
4.5 
5.9 
7.2 
6.7 
3*2 

0.1 
0.? 
0.8 
1.5 
1.8 
1.3 
1.1 
0.9 

0.0 
0.2 
0.1 
0.3 
0.4 
0.4 
-0.6 
0.2 



iVEFERENCE 

Greater Anchorage Borough Health 
Departncnt, nrne; Use as Reported 
bv 15.634 Anchorage. Alaska 
Students *r trades Six Th rough 
Twelve-- 19 71 . ^ltieo, 33 p., 
Creator Anchorage Borough Health 
Departncnt, Anchorage, Alaska, 
1971. 



HOTS'* / 
^ . «r iilncril drues found in Tables 3 through t 

present on that day. After screening, 15,634 ^stlonnair enrolled 
89 percent of all students present, and about 81 percent oi ] 
surveyed* v 



I 



4» 



! tern No. ^8 



Data 

Ceog. Collection 
Region Techni que 

Pacific 18-itcn 

sclf-ndnin. 
question- 
naire 



Nunber of 
Respondents 

15,634 



7. 



Use At Least ftice 
Grade 6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 

Total 

U s e Ten or More Tines 
Orade 6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

Total 

Use Once or Mor e This Week 
Grnde 6 . * 

7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

Total 

Una Pour or 'tore Tines This Week 
Grade 6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 

i 12 
Total 



Mari- 
Ju..'»i 
or TO 

3.4 
8.7 
21.2 
I .4 
39.5 
45.9 
45.7 
24.0 

0.8 
3.5 
9.9 
17.7 
25.4 
30.4 
31.2 
14.1 

0.3 
1.5 
5.8 
12.0 
15.5 
21.0 
20.5 
9.0 

0.2 
0.5 
1.9 
4.5 
6.4 
8.1 
9.3 
3.6 



Hashish jy>D. 



Percentage of Respondents 
Mesca- Ward 
I IDA, line or Amphet- Barbi- Nar- Sol- Other 

etc. Pcyote amines, turatcs Coeaine cotics vents Drugj 




notes 



Anchorage Borough Health 
int, Drug Use as Reported 
Anchorage. Alaska 
In Grades Six Through 
1971. Mimeo, 33 p.. 
Anchorage Borough Health 
;nt, Anchorage, Alaska, 



ERIC 



Z'JJ> refer r r»y drug ordr^ not ll.tod In the questionnaire. Tables 3 through 6 a Ho g. 



tion "MDA, 
"other 
f igu res 

prescription tranquilizers (as well as 

nunbers and percentages of students using a drug at lea.t once 

administered to the students present in school on the day of the survey 



Tables 3 through 6 also «ivc 

and 

alcoholic beverages and tobacco). Table 7 In the report » lv « 

and ten or more times who indicated continuing 



The questionnaire was 



present on that day. After screening, 
89 percent of all students present, and about 
surveyed. 



Steps 
A total 

estimated 97^4 percent' of the students listed as 
15~634 questionnaires were considered usable. Tills represents about - 
81 percent of all students enrolled in the seven grade levels 



iakcnTo^inise the validity of the responses and to ensure the anonymity of the respondents 
of 17,189 completed questionnaires were received from an 



r\> P» 1 1 . it i on S u ry ey ed 

Student * in 55 (1970)^ 
and 56 (1971) secondary 
schools (Cradcs 7-12) 
in the Houston Indepen- 
dent School District, 
Texas. 

Dcccnbcr 1970 ■ 
December 1971 



Region 

West 
Soul tt 
Cent ial 



Co arum i t y 

City (1,6/8,000) 



Data 

Collect ion 
Tc ijmtj^tie^ 

88- it cm 
self-admin, 
qncbt iounairo 
with a separ- 
ate answer 
sheet 



Percentage ol jResnoinh tit t» 



h'oaber of 

Respo ndents 

5,819 



year 
1971 



*,908 1970 



R fcFrR rbfrS 
ID 



Ul 



Ha>>, 
J« 

iliys, 
1971", 



f. Rav, "llit« IhiidtiK Kit Iitun Abu si- Arsons Secondary S<hual Student* In Hou>t n". 

* l li» M^>i'jtal .He d i_*_aj SurgKal r Journal , Vu 1 . 6 . N».> . 1 &2 , |>p . 52 - 59 , .Spring 1971. 

I. Ray, "The Incidence ol Drug Abuse Aaong Secondary School Students in Houston, 

St . Joseph Jjq*pJ t a 1 Med ic a I Sur&l c.i 1 1 lourna I . Vo 1 . 7 , pp » 146-1 52 , 1972. 
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Used: 
Cr. 7 
Cr. 8 
Cr. 9 
Cr. 10 
Cr. 11 
Cr. 12 



ILijiJuaru 
>f*" " F* 

7.6 6.3 

19.7 12.3 

33.8 22.4 
37.6 25.6 
47.6 29:2 
50.3 33.9 



HaJJjiii ino&ens 



St Jnolants NarbU 
H " M 



3.5 
8.2 
12.2 
15.7 
20.9 
25.0 



3.8 
6.6 
9.2 
12.7 
14.8 
13.6 



6.5 
14.5 
22.4 
24.4 
27.2 
29.4 



4.6 
11.8 
18.5 
21.) 
20.9 
24.4 



Over ill 

Used iu past 

6 en) nt lis : 
Cr. 7 
Cr. 8 
Cr. 9 
Gr. 10 
Cr. 11 



25.1 



6.5 5.2 
17.4 10.9 
28.9 20.2 
32.0 23.4 
40.2 25.5 



11.2 



17.6 



1.9 
7.0 
10.3 
12.4 
[6.1 



Cr. 12 41.8 29.6 20.3 
21.7 



1.7 
6. 1 
8.0 
10.4 
12.2 
^9.6 

9.0 



U.4 
17.6 
19.2 
23.5 
23.9 



1. 3 
9.3 
14.2 
19.0 
17.7 
20.3 



5.5 
11. % 
17.9 
19.3 
20. 1 
23.6 

14. 

4.1 

9.8 
13.9 
15.3 
16.5 
17.6 

11.4 



matt . 

F 

3.0 
9.5 

15.0 
19.1 
17.4 
21.4 



2.6 
7.2 
13.0 
15.9 
11.9 
18.2 



I'M'd in past 
7 days: 



Comparison of 
"Overul 1" data 
Used in past 

6 aonthb: 

1971 
1970 

Used ill past 

7 days: 

1971 
1970 



21.7 
19.5 



9.0 

7.9 



13.6 3.2 
11-7 )-4 

11 denotes Male respondent*. 
F denotes Feaalo respondent s. 



r».j 

13.0 



6.<) 
b.O 



11.4 
8.K 



5.5 

1.; 



J.O 
6.9 
4.5 
11.0 
13.1 
17.5 



2.0 
6.0 
7.2 

10.2 
9.8 

12.2 



Cr. 


7 


4.1 1.9 


1.5 




0.5 


2.6 


1.6 


J. 1 


1.7 


1.1 


0. 


Cr. 


8 


11.0 6.0 


2.3 




3.1 


6.4 


5. 7 


iy.l 


4.1 


3.5 


2. 


Cr. 


9 


16.7 11.8 


3.1 




•>.8 


S.7 


8.2 


5.1 


5. 7 


3.5 


2. 


Cr. 


10 


23.4 13.7 


5.1 




4.6 


9.1 


9.6 


9.1 


7.3 


5.1 


3. 


Cr. 


11 


25.2 17.4 


3.2 




5.2 


9.2 


8.1 


7.3 


6.2 


3.5 


3. 


Cr. 


12 


30.9' I6.4 


7.3 




1.2 


11.2 


7.1 


0.9 


5. 7 


4.0 


1. 






















rail 




13.6 




3. 


» 




6.9 


5 


.5 


2. 


7 


' Used: 






















Cr. 


7 


7.9 5.5 


2.4 




2.7 


t>.7 


6 1 


5.1 


3. 7 


3.5 


1. 


Cr. 


8 


15.3 10.3 


6.5 




1.7 


11.6 


7.7 


7.0 


4.6 


3.8 


2. 


Cr. 


9 


23.1 16.3 


10.3 




6.8 


16.7 


13.2 


11.7 


8.4 


6.2 


2. 


Cr. 


10 


27,4 23.6 


14.3 




12.7 


18.^ 


19.0 


12.1 


14.0 


6,0 


4. 


Cl. 


M 


45,4 20.6 


22.5 




9.*> 


• 28. J 


17.2 


18.0 


12.6 


10.1 


4. 


Cr. 


12 


48.4 25.9 


19.3 




6.9 


26.1 


14.6 


18^. 


8.2 


11.6 


3. 




















rail 




22.2 




9, 


8 


15.7 


10 


b 


5. 


1 



6.1 
4.4 



2.7 
2.0 



NOTES 

Luapih-d above are the quant ii.it ivi data on ding i|i.c tumid in UJ, plm 
tat* gory fuund in (1J. Dit.i on the other tw*. taie^orics ire |*Jvtn In fl), 
tntaiise of space limitations. However, the toaparison of "Ovr-rill" data fc 
an indication of the trends which were obsrrvod. An luportant feature of t 
ival lability of baseline data (for 1970). with which the 1971 data (and dat 
available) can be coapared. Procedures used were the sane in the two yean 
<a«ple represented approximately six percent of the secondary students euro 
Indcpendeat School District (IIISD). The authoi indicates that these saoplc 
approxiaat ions to the secondary school student population ot HISD, the corr 
deaopraphic variables Wing slightly clo^ti in the 1971 saaple. Adequate p 
ensure the anonvaity of both the individual st u.lt nts and the nchools. Othe 
idaifilrttcrlnp, the survi y lend credibility to the vali.Htv «»f the lesnlts ob 
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Kva No. J£ 



jlon 

It 

tth 

Ural 



Comunlty 
.(EJUS) 
Ciiy (1,678,000) 



Data 

Colic* t !"» 
Technique 

88- ilea 
selfradnin. 
quest tonnalrv 
with a sepir- 
aU" answer 
sheet 



Niwte r of 
KohjMtmtenlH 

5,819 



"kear 
1971 



>,908 



1070 




Percent .»t 




P( spend* ill.. 




Stjsul*nl> 


Rail" 


I«l£l4 




M 


I* 


M 


V 


j. a 


6.5 


4.0 


5.5 


J.n 


6.6 


14. 5 


11.8 


11.5 


9.-> 


9.2 


22.4 


18.5 


1 7 .*» 


15.0 


12.7 


24. 4 


21.1 


19.1 


19.1 


14.8 


27.2 


20.0 


20. 1 


17.4 


n.6 


29.4 


24.4 


23. << 


21.4 



opl 



II I h t 



i. 

6. 

9. 
1 I. 
I h 
17. 



1.1 
4.9 
7.0 
7.* 
9.9 
7.2 



Oivrall 



ISid hi past 
6 (souths: 
U. 7 
Cr. 8 



17.6 



i ough 
M 

li.6 
16.4 
15.2 
17.2 
17.1 
20.4 

14 



Sv nip Solvynlj w 



12.5 
12,« 
12.2 
15.7 
11.4 
8.3 



9.6 
17.7 
18.2 
11.9 
17.6 
16.1 



5.7 
8.1 
10.9 
13.2 
8.8 
6.3 

12.0 



(,r. 
Ct. 
Ct. 
Or. 



Overall 

Pscd in pis i 
7 davit: 

Or. 

Or. 

Ct. 

Or. 

Or. 

Or. 12 

Overall 

Fver iKi-d: 
Cr. 7 
i.r, 8 
l.r. 9 
<.r. 10 



idence of Dru K Abuse \n*>ng Secondary School Students in* Houston* . 
Icdl Surg ti J*irn ■»> . Voi. Hos. 1&2, pp. 52-59. Spring 1971. 

idence of Drug Abuse A*».. fi secondary School M^'-V* IS-r l i ou,>l0 "' 
pttal lfcdlc.ll _Srtrjjle.il Journal. Vol. 7, PP- 146-1 52, 197.. 




7 

8 

9 

10 

11 



6.5 5.2 
17.4 10.9 
28.9 20.2 
32.0 23.4 
40.2 25.5 
41.8_ 29.6 

21.7 



4.1 1.9 

11.0 6.0 
16.7 11.8 
23.4 13.7 
25.2 17.4 
10.9 16.4 

13.6 

7.9 5.5 
15.) 10.3 

23.1 16.3 
27.4 23.6 
45.4 20.6 
48.4 25.9 



1.9 
7.0 
10.3 
12.4 
16.1 
20.3 



1.7 
6.1 
8.0 
10.4 
12.2 
9.6 



4.8 
11.4 
17.6 
19.2 
23.5 
23.9 



). ) 

9,3 
14.2 
19.0 
17.7 
20.3 



4.1 


2.6 


2.0 


1.2 


7.4 


7.0 


4.6 


3.3 


9.8 


7.2 


6.0 


4.7 


9.2 


8.7 


10.3 


4.7 


13.9 


13.0 


7.2 


4.8 


11.2 


7.5 


11.2 


7.6 


15. J 


15.9 


10.2 


6.1 


8,8 


7.8 


6.3 


6.1 


16.5 


11.9 


9.8 


8.3 


9.8 


6.8 


9.0 


3.9 


17. < 


18.2 


12.2 


5.1 


10.0 


3.9 


6.7 


1.8 



14.1 



H.3 



6.3 



1.5 


O.S 


2.6 


1.6 


J.l 


1.1 


1.1 < 5 


2.3 


3.1 


6.4 


',.7 


D.2 


4.1 


3.5 2.4 


3.1 


2.8 


8.7 


8.2 


5.1 


5.7 


1.5 2.1 


5.1 


4.6 


9.1 


9.6 


9.1 


7.1 


5.1 3,5 


3.2 


5.2 


9.2 


8.1 


7.1 


6.2 


J.S 1.4 


7.1 


1.2 


11.2 


7.1 


0.9 


5.7 


4.0 












3.2 




6.9 




5.5 


2.7 


2.4 


2.7 


ti.7 


6.1 


5.1 


3.7 


1.5 1.5 


6.5 


1.7 


11.6 


7.7 


7.0 


4.6 


1.8 2.8 


10. J 


6.8 


16.7 


11.2 


11.7 


8.4 


6,2 2.-, 


14.1 


12.7 


18.3 


!9.0 


12.1 


14.0 


ft 0 4,9 


22.5 


9.5 


28. J 


17.2 


18.0 


12.6 


10.1 4.9 


19.1 


6.9 


26.1 


14.6 


18.5 


8.2 


11.6 3.4 












9.8 




15.7 




1U.6 , 


5. 1 




V.O 




IV. 1 




.1.4 


6.1 




7.9 




1 >.o 




8.0 


4.4 




1.2 




6.9 




t. > 


2.? 




1.4 




6.0 




1. 7 


2.0 



2.4 
5.0 
1.7 
4.2 
3.2 
4.5 



1.5 
4.7 
4,1 
2.5 
2,1 
1.2 



2,8 
6.4 
3.7 
4,0 
2.9 
1.2 



1.6 
2.1 
2.4 
2.8 
1,8 
0,6 



1.6 



11.5 
15.2 
17.4 
11.6 
21.9 
19.1 



15.9 
14.8 
12.? 
11.9 
11.1 
5.8 



7.9 
12.9 
15.4 
14.0 
20.2 
18.6 



4.9 
6,7 
9.2 
11.1 
8.3 
5.6 



8. J 
8.6 



3.6 

1.2 



6. J 
5.7 



2.8 
2.2 



Or. 

Ct. 

overall 22.2 

Coaparlson of 
"Overall" data 
Um-J in past 

6 aonths: 
1971 t 21.7 

1970 19.5 

Used in pisl 

7 d.i>i»: 

1971 13.6 
1970 11./ 

* M denotes Mile respondent*. 
V denotes Peaale respondents, 

101 fcS 

Coapiled above are the quantitative data on druj; iu* i«amd hi |2|, pl«e, data on the "Ever Used" 
ciU-Ror> found in (1). fella on the other two tali-i">rl<» are p,iv. n in (1|, but are oailted above 
because of space limitations. Ilowe-ver, tlx comparison of -Overall" data for the two wa»s provides 
an indication of the trends wh<Jch were observed. An ioportanl feature nf these two papers Is the 
ivailtbility of baseline data (for 1970), with which the 1971 data (and data foi fulule yeara, when 
ivallable) can be coupared. Procedures u«« d wire the siae in the two years, and in each case the 
«<a»ple represented approxlaalely six pei.enl o. the secondirv students enrolled in tin Houston 
Independent School District (HISM. The lolhor Indicate* thai these yatsplei provided adequate 
approxin.it ions to the secondary «chool student population of lll&b, the t «i respondence in teres of 
JvttOgraphlc variables Ik- in p. slight 1> closer In the 1971 ^uwple. Adequate pie* aul ions were taken to 
ensure the anonymity of both the ludlvldml Mndtiits .md the -.*h..ols. Other p re-caul Ions taken in 
ldainlsiering the survey lend credibility to the villdll. ..f the refills obtained. 
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Population Surveyed 

High School Students 
(Grade. 9-12) In 
South Carolina 
Fall 1971 



Ceog. 
Region 

South 
Ati. 



Coaaunlty 
Size (Pop) 

Sot 

Identified 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

65- i tea 

telf-adaln. 

questionnaire 



Ssaple 

Site 

10. 258* 



Varies slightly by drug category due to 
rejects. The aaxlsua nuaber of rejects 
In any category wss 65, less than 2/3 of 
1 percent of the saaple. 



Frequency 
of use 

1-2 tlscs per day 
1-2 tlaes per week 
1-2 tlaes per oonth 
1-2 tloes per yesr 
1-2 tlaes ever 
<Mt v 
Never used 



Hallucinogens 
Marllusns (lncl. LS D) 



Stlaulants 



Percent ape of Respondents 

Hgroln or Morphine 



Depressants 



1.4 


0.3 


0.6 


0.4 


3.1 


0.9 


1.2 


0.7 


3.0 


1.9 


1.9 


1.4 


1.1 


0.6 


1.0 


0.9 


3.6 


1.6 


2.4 


2.2 


1.9 


1.0 


1.3 


1.1 


85.3 


93.5 


91.3 


93.2 



0.4 
0.5 
0.6 
0.4 
1.0 
0.6 
96.3 



(In the report these data are broken down by urban and rural) 



REFERENCE 

Milne, L. D. aijd Vincent, Murray L , Survey of Drug Use Asong Soutb Carolina High School Students, 
Kail 1971 . Mlaoo, 33 p., Report of a Survey Funded by South Carolina Cosalsslon of Narcotics 
and Controlled Substances, University of South Carolina, Coluabls, South Carolina, 1971. 



2. 



NOTES 

This survey cebodlea the following atatlstUsl aspects of good surv 
1. The schools surveyed were selected by randoa aampling, although 
detail on the randoalzatlon procedure which was actually used. 
The questionnaire waa carefully designed, pre-tested on a group 
be Included In the actual survey, and revised on the bssls of ; 
The testing session In each school was not snnounced In sdvsnca 
bablllty that absentcelsa on the given day Is related to the su 
However, It does not guard against the possibility that chronic 
to drug abuse. 

All students In esch school coapletcd the survey st the saae tl 
any opportunity for one group to "prepsre" others *nd thus poas 
Anonynlty of Individual students (and schools lnsofsr as the fl 
was guaranteed. 

Standardized procedures were used in the administration of the 
Internal validity checks were built Into the questionnaire. 

On the negative side, the fact that responses Judged to be "uncooperstl 
Introduce an eleaent of non-response bias. 



5. 



6. 
7. 



Percentage of Respondents 



Population Surveyed 
Students In the 
Junior and senior 
high achools In the 
public school systea 
of Virginia 
Planning District 15 
Spring and Fall 1971 




Data 

Col lection 
Technique 
90-1 tes« 

Bdltlpie- 

cholce 

anonymous 

questionnaire 



Saaple Size 
2,998 



Ever Used 
Current Use 
Used 5 or acre Tlaes 





REFERENCE 

Council on Drug Abuse Control. Regional Drug Attitude 
and Abuse Patte r n Survey Suaaary Report . Council on 
Drug Abuse Control, Richoond Regional Planning District 
Coetalsslon, Suite 810, 7th and Franklin Building, 701 
E. Franklin Street. Rlchaond. Virginia 23219, no date. 



SOTES 

The figures cited above pertain to the total region covered by this sun 
Includes the City of Rlchaond and the Counties of Charles City, Chesterfield, 
Hanover, Henrico, Ncv Kent, and Powhatan. The corresponding data for esch ol 
school districts are given In the report. Hallucinogens Include LSD, PCP, SI 
etc.; strong depressants Include "Reds, Yellows, Rainbows, Blues, etc."; strc 
induce "Bennies, Co-pilots, Speed, Pep pills, etc." 

The survey was conducted In the spring of 1971 In Rlchaond, Chesterfield 
In the fall of 1971 In the other couitles. A 10 percent random saaple o( thl 
grades 8 through 12 was surveyed In each school. The questionnaire Included 
drug attitudes and opinions, and 8 questions of a deaographlc nature. The bi 
study wss to improve the quality of drug education In the region. 
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5»i 



I tea No. 20 



CoaaunUy 

Size (Pop) 

Hot 

Identified 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

65«ltca 

self-adaln. 

questionnaire 



Percentage of Respondents 



Staple 
Site 

10,258* 



•lightly by drug category due to 
The aaxlaua nuaber of rejects 
cstegory was 63, less thsn 2/3 of 
int of the sample. 



Frequency 
of use 

1-2 tines per dsy 
1-2 tlaes per week 
1-2 tlaes per acnth 
1-2 tlaes per year 
1-2 tlaes ever 
Quit 

Never used 



Marllmn* 

1.4 
3.1 
3.0 
1.1 
3.6 
1.9 
85.3 



Hallucinogens 
(Incl. LSD) 

0.3 
0.9 
1.9 
0.6 
1.6 
1.0 
93. 5 



Stlaulants Depressants 



0.6 
1.2 
1.9 
1.0 
2.4 
1.3 
91.3 



0.4 
0.7 
1.4 
0.9 
2.2 
1.1 
93.2 



Heroin or Morphine 


Cocaine 


Solvents 


0.4 


0.6 


0.5 


0.5 


0.7 


1.0 


0.6 


0.9 


1.1 


0.4 


0.6 


1.3 


1.0 


U2 


3.5 


0.6 


0.7 


2.0 


96.3 


94.9 


90.4 



(In the report these dsts are broken down Durban and rural) 



t. f Survey of Drug Use Anong_South Carolina High School Students. 
of a Survey Funded by South Carolina Ccaalsslon of Narcotic* 
rslty 0 of South Carol Ins, Coluabla, South Carolina, 1971. 



NOTES 

This survey eabodies the following statistical aspects of good survey design. 

1. The schools surveyed were selected by randoa sanpllng. although the report provides little 
detail on the randoal ration procedure which was actually used. 

2. The questionnaire was carefully designed, pre-tested on a group of students not to 
be Included In the actual survey, and revised on the basis of Pre-test findings. 

3. The testing session in each nchool was not announced In advance. This reduces the pro- 
bability that abscnteelsa on the given day is related to the subject of the survey. 
However, 1? not guard against the possibility that chronic absenteelsa Is related 
to drug abuse. . . , 

4. -All students In each school coaplcted the survey at the sane tlee, thus precluding 

any opportunity for one group to -prepare" others and thus possibly bias the "Sultj. 

5. Anonyaity of Individual students (an d schools Insofar as the final report Is concerned) 
was guaranteed. , . , . . 

6. Standardized procedures were used In the adalnlstration of the survey in each school. 

7. Internal validity checks vcre built Into the questionnaire. 

On the negative side, the fact that responses Judged to be "uncooperative- were discarded does 
introduce an eleoent of non-response bias. 



Itea No. 21" 



Percentage of Respondents, 



culatlon Surveyed 
[udents in the 

lor and senior 
gh schools In the 
ilic school systea 
Virginia 
annlng Pistrict 15 
ring a' , Fall 1971 



Ceog. 
Re 8 jo " 
South 
Atlantic 



Data 

Collection 

Technique 

90- iter* 

saultlpie- 

cholce 

anonyaous 

questionnaire 



Marl- 

Saaple Site juana 
2,998 Ever Used 14 

Current Use 7 
Used 5 or aore Tlaes 



Clue 
Sniffing 




ncil on Drug Abuse Control, Regional Drug Attitude 
; Abuse Pattern Survey Suasary Report. Council on 



ug Abuse Control, Rlcnaond Regional Planning District 
is* Ion, Suite 810, 7th and Franklin Building, 701 
Franklin Street, Richaond, Virginia 23219, no date. 




NOTES 

The figures cited above pertain to the total region Covered by this survey, which 
Includes the City of Richaond and the Counties of Charles City, Chesterfield, Coochland. 
Hanover, Henrico, New Kent, and Powhatan. The corresponding data for each « ™« J 1 *"' 
school districts are given in the report, hallucinogens Include LSD, PCF. STP, Iw" • JHI, 
etc.; strong depressants Include "Reds, Yellows, Rainbows, Blues, etc. : strong stlaulants 
Induce "Bennies, Co-pilots, Speed, Per nil Is, etc/' 

The survey was conducted In the spring of 1971 In Richaond, Chesterfield, and Henrico, 
in the fall of 1971 in the other counties. A 10 percent randoa saaple of the students in 
grades 8 through 12 was surveyed in each school. The questionnaire included 60 questions on 
drug attitudes and opinions, and 8 questions of a deaographlc nature. The broad goal of the 
study was to laprove the quality of drug education in the region. 





Data 


Population Ceoft. 


Collection 


Surveyed Region 


Technique 


Students Mld-Atl. 


9<Mten 


in grades 


Croup- 


10-12 In 


adnln. 


51 public 


question- 


senior 


naire 


high 




schools 




In an 




eitfht 




county 




area In 




South * 




Central 




Pennsvlvunln. 




Fall 1971. 





Ran Re* 








Mar 1 juana Psvchede 1 1 ch 


As-phetaslnes 


Barbiturates 


485-495 


Crade 


10: 


Ever Used 


10.4 


3.2 


8.2 


16.1 «. 








Regular Use 


' 3.5 


0.3 


1.3 


2.9 








Experloental Use 


6.9 


2.9 


6.9 


13.2 


535-542 


Grade 


11: 


Tver Used 


13.7 


5.2 


9.8 


17.8 








Regular Use 


6.9 


1.7 


• 3.1 


2.6 








Experlnentnl Use 


6,8 


3.5 


S.7 


15.2 


476-486 


Grade 


12: 


Ever Used 


21.0 


10.2 


18.1 


22A 








Regular Use 


12.5 


2.7 


5.2 


4.6 








Experimental Use 


8.5 


7.5 




17.8 


1517-1533 


Total 




Kver Used 


14,9 


6. » 


11.6 


18.7 








Regular Use 


7.5 


1.6 


3.2 










Expcrlncntal Use 


7.4 


4.6 


. 8.4 


l>.4 








* The Saaplc size varies 


slight lv bv drug 


»vpe due to a 


few c»ses of 



REFERENCE 

Stroaan, Duane S., High School Druft Vac Survey In 
South Central Pennsylvania . Final Report on 
Project Subgr.int 7io. CT-P-069 lor Governor's 
Justice Corral a* ion (Pennsylvania), Region XV, 
bv Juniata College, Huntingdon* Pennsylvania 
16652, February 29, 1972. 



NOTES 

Sucsaarlzid above are the principal dm i <n the extent of illegal 
report (Table 5). The: Urn "weighted" r»f«»r« to the fact that the pel 
were obtained bv taking Into account the relative hIzvh of »qa11, oedl 
The caterer) called "Other Drug*," refers to 4ra*-< net lifted in thft 
-authors did nut know what drun* tr.e students I.-jJ in nind In arfswerlnR 
Dental use Is defined as u*e of the dru^ "once" or "a few Ub*W r«lfu 
the drug "about once a sonth", "once a week", "aors than once a v««k M 
The figure lor ever used Is the sun of those f or' experimental use Siid 
in the report are data on frequency of use, variations in drug use by 
use. Much of the discussion is devoted to correlates of drug use. 

The data were collected In 17 tchcv>W which were ondcaly selectc 
according to size, f ros the 51 scriooK in the population. The samples 
and seniors were rand only chraen within each school. tfhi le the atta c 
nalre flftdlnRs, the study al«o included interview* with sooe students, 
trators, county probation *>f fleers, and police of fleets in the <roE»mt 
were located. 
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* Data 

Geog. Collection Saaple Size 

Rep, loa Technique Range* 

Mid-Atl. 90- itea 485-495 
Group- 

adnin. , 
question- 
naire 535-542 



nia. 













Weighted Percentage 


of Respondents 




Other 








Mari luana 


Psvchcdelics Aaphetanlnes Barbiturates 


Heroin 


Glue. etc. 


Drugj 


Grade 


10: 


Ever Used 
Regular Use 
Experinental Use 


10.4 
3.5 
6.9 


3.2 
0.3 
2.9 


3.2 
1.3 
6.9 


16.1 
2.9 
13.2 


1.7 
0.0 
1.7 


15.7 
1.3 
14.4 , 


8.2 
1.4 
6.8 


Grade 


lis 


r.ver Used 
Regular Use 
Experimental Use 


13.7 
6.9 
6.8 


5.2 
1.7 
3.5 


9.8 
3.1 
6.7 


17.8 * 
2.6 
15.2 


2.3 
0.0. 
2.3 


14.3 
1.5 . 
12.8 N 


9.5 
1.2 
8.3 


Grade 


12: 


Ever Used 
Regular Une 
Experimental Use 


21.0 
12.5 * 
8.5 


10.2 
2.7 
7.5* 


18.1 
5.2 
12.9 


22.4 
4.6 
17.8 


3.4 
0.0 
3.4 


11.1 
10.3 


10.8 
2.0 
8.8 


Total 




Ever Used 
Regular Use 
Experinental Use 


14.9 
7.5 
7.4 


6.2 
1.6 
4.6 


11.6 
3.2 
8.4 


18.7 
3.3 
15.4/ 


2.5 
0.0 
2.5 


13.8 
9.2 * 
12.6 


9.5 
. 1.5 
8.0 



* The saaplc size varies slightly by drug tvpe due to a fev cases of erroneous reporting. 



Duane S. , High School Drug Use Survey in 
tral Pennsylvani a. Final Report on 
Subgrant ilo. CT-P-06^tor Governor's 
Cocmlssion (PennsylJanilV) » Region IV, 
ata College, Huntingdon, Pennsylvania 
February 29, 1972. 



NOTES 

Sunnarized nbovc are the principal data on the extent of illegal drug use found in thjs 
report (Tabic 5). The term "weighted" refers to the fact that the percentages which are cited, 
"ere Stained by taking into account the relative sizes of saall, nediua and ^ schools. 
The category called "Other Drugs" refers to drugs not listed in the 4™iti«nai re but t i.c . 
author Sid not Unow what drugs the students had in Bind in answer ng his quest Ion , Lxper 1- 
cental use fs defined as use oi the drug "once or "a few tiaos ; regular u ^ n in ^* U ^ v ° 
the drug "about once a aonth", "once a week", "aore than once a week . or alaost every day. 
The figure for ever used is the sua of those for experinental use and regular use. Also given 
in the report are data on frequency of use, variations in drug use by school, and aultiplc dnp 
Much of the discussion is devoted to correlates of drug use. 



use. nucn ot i;ic qis^ubsiuh *a u«-vv».«- M >- ^ -> - ~ .»»,»ir u i-» 

The data 'were collected In 17 schools which were randocly selected after stratifying 
accorJng to«l M . fron the 51 schools In the-populatlon. The sanplcs of sophonores. Juniors 
and seniors were randocly chosen within rfach school. UI.llc the data cited above are 
"ire flndtaM. the study also Included Interviews with soae students, teachers school adaln s 
triors C0.,«V Probation officers, and police officers In the cooamltlcs In which the schools 



were located. 
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5b 



regulat ion Survc; . d * ML* 0 " 

All students in t*c two Weit 
junior high school j. «ind North 
one senior tygh school tVntnl 
coeprislng School Dis- 
trict 834. Stillwater. 
Minnesota. 
Jane. 1971 



Cesmanitv 
SuburJ>in 

no.ooo 



Kit I 

Collect Ion 
TV»Jtnlj|uc 

27-1 J en 

qu'.'st i»Min lire* 



Junior High 
^•nlor lifph 



iyrcenl_i£e oJJVHj£i.«lcntj* 



REFERENCE 
June. 1971. 
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" Tho J.un *n *xt«'it of dru* mm- found in thi« Mirw* are 



uacMrlzeJ ! 

oi 



The *n ^ t ,«,T -™ « - knowledge ol 

irre^rs tint reisonnbie *te;.;. were tiVon to prt-Mive the a, 



bilit 

proce 
rcrort 



Popu lation Mi rvejreJ 

Student* In secondary 
schools (Credos 7-12) 
In Ifctvill. 
Hirch-April 1971. 



Region 



Col left ion 
rechal'^i*' 

M'lf-jdoln. 
<\ue\l tonn-ilre- 



Kur&pr of 
ReSPonJtJ'* 



(Nigr: 
***-\er 

At least once 
M |.-ist "ncc/oonlh 
At lc t ;>t once/vevV 
\t Uvwt ••ncc/d i> 

Monu «*rs 
fxperlrsentiTs 
User* 
Fjc-ijmts 
"a re'-porse 

A*;** st irwd: 
Never 
0-10 
11-12 

n-i* 

. IV 16 
17 20 

So rcs^n v« 



RFFVRENtF. 

PtPartKot of Fj. lc ,tl<n. I »lr of Hnutl. ..ptortwr I. 



ERIC 



ifjtian.* 


ISO 




;j. > 


•u.o 




11.2 


' . 2 


4.»> 


> .4 




I.J 


5.9 


0.* 


D. " 




o.: 


o.: 


0.4 


0.4 


0.4 


74.fr 


<»o.9 


; 




\.'> 


i. » 


10.* 


2.1 


1.4 


l.« 




i.? 


l.l 


0.9 


1.0 


73.1 


h'J.S 


91.* 


o.s 


0.2 


o.: 




0.8 


0.7 


10. 1 


3.0 


?.9 


9.0 


1.** 


2.4 


I .6 


0.8 


0.4 


2.2 


2.0 


2.0 



feed 


< orjlne 




9t.'» 


97.1 


89. r, 




1.9 


»».3 


1.1 


0.4 


2.3 


0.* 


0.2 


0.9 


•3.2 


«M 


0.3 


0.4 


o/> 


0.4 


M.i 


'«>.!• 


1«»,9 


2.H 


1 .*« 


'../ 


1.1 


0.4 


2.* 




u.«. 


2. J 


1.0 


11.9 


0.9 


>2.l 


95. « 


88.6 


).2 


0.2 


0.3 


0.6 


0.3 


1.0 


1.2 


0.R 


3. r * 


2.4 


1.0 


1.7 


«. > 


0.4 


0.6 


1.9 


l.ft 


1.9 



9! 
3 
< 
< 
( 
i 



\ 



?h.- b»»H of <nc .orvov , r..,. d o H o con,.* K« o*- » 

l«y poiMUt loo of 76.»i S...J.-0!-. nr.«lflr.i by Jl«r c s, 

tl.. >| U | inilv.l'. v..-. bi«rd on l! .fit r.-|- nl-nt . or 16.8 | 
"n,;;,, X i. I" .... • .... ...n„,.r... I- « 

;: 1 „r.,.o,., ■., .... .... ......t . •*«»«•«■ ••"—»' •»•-• "■ 

,rv. ..I.....-.IV «.r- .o .... l-Vru. 
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Oog. 

Vest 

North 

Central 



Data 

t\»l lection 

2 T -lt«i 

\%t • ;tlotina»r«* 



lunicr HIrK 
*?t«nlor HI ah 



Mjr I Juan J 

32 



Sllc&ilanl*, , ..»»«,,,. coulntf Inhalants 

H3,n-h Ke^llne LSD PHlWcvbln Arphct, tlar . _ 



7 



8 
10 



^TttcTcT District S34 with financial as.t^.tcc 



3 =«ltteeef Planet w„ V. lot ***** >^" lct rro * r - ,a ' 
tlon. and Welfare Pru* Abuse Pilot ^ - ^1 



L 



Mtt* t „ v , s^rljfJ ibuvc. mher qaef-tlons on 

linI ..1 JroP nsr ("Miid in this "«^ ,v * . , , . Jtsc bv others, aval la- 

:Xti-»"^«tayTo r of «*» ";„"!!.', i'^ic^un of . s^Un* - 



iepi.rl. 1 t ips^irs that r<M*=onabW- J,teps 



Ueo Ho. 2'« 



Ceog. 
Region 

Paclf 1-* 



Pat a 

Collection 
Tech nique . 

s*» lf-a.laln. 
quest lonnalr* 



Suaber of 
R»»s£ond«*nls 

12.929 



least <>no 
M least ->n< r/*vn!h 
At least mi.'i'Vrt 
\» i< f*t »'» " f, »> 
io 4, ■sponge 

VKWi'Sirts 
►•t-T l-ient '*r"4 

r<-u^< ■ j 

A s * *r:ts? " 
S^wer 
6-10 

11-14 

No r<*M*' n "*'* 



State Qf Hiwatl. I. 



s .r i Join 1 

;i.9 
11. * 

7. 
■).*> 

10. ) 
1. 1 



73.1 

jo. 1 
9.0 

1.6 



l\t ont i# »•_» .Re -'p.*n J mt> 
r a " Coca In. lfc»wn r«. 



89.8 
0 i 

1.0 



0> 
2 0 



I.* 

o. N 

0. • 
0.'. 

o\7 

1. '. 
I.' 
1.0 



0.2 
U.7 

7.9 
2.4 

0.4 
2 '» 



>1.i 



I. J 
1 .6 
1.0 



12.1 
0.2 
1.6 



I .4 
li. » 
1.9 



9/.1 
1.9 



9S 



8 

o.z 

0.S 

1.0 

l). i 
1.6 



2.1 



2.1 

0.9 



rV..6 

0. 3 
1.0 
\^ 

1. 7 
11.6 
1.9 



1.1 
i>. 2 
0.1 



0.9 



96.7 
0.2 
0. J 



Oil 
1.6 



«»S.2 
«>. 1 
0 1 
0.1 
0.1 

n.'y 



OA 



90.9 
7.0 
0.9 
0.5 
0.3 
0.4 

90.9 
K9 
1.0 
3.3 



89 



5 
0.7 
2.6 
3.8 
1.3 
0.1 
2.0 



n s>->i>ntUnt 
l» v# 
lir 



V ill 
t ' 1 

r.l.i 



ERIC 



Pog u I a lion S u i r vey ed 
^ludcot < i«s j;r id«_«s 
6~ 12 In six 
lUforent school 
sy^l*"*? in South- 
eastern Michigan 
Sr>riT, 1071 



-Ml I 

It o>;. < olle*. ll »n 
K» gioil I *•* hniqtjo 

1.1.1 ~ ; i- 1 1 

North ^Velf- kHio. 
lenMil q»i< sliontnire 



Respondent . 



Ftequi ucy of l"se 
lover 

OmeVnont'i or icj>s 
On/ Wfceok or less 
Mor«» than i>u. <>/w^ r' 
0 1 i * v 



'Mr' j it in 1 If illii. t« • . ,! . 
» * 9| 



J 



1 



P« r n a 1 <i| IN .pond* nt . 

.1 Im«i1 mi , <r 1 ( , , me ;.,iic 
il o, 9 



1 



RI F*-3r"< 

''orb. ^.)Jni»\ , ">t<iieni ^rtii', tb»».» ir iniietsters 
Mlcbi>Mi md Pro! lie; of Hu ■hnsers,"' Proiecdinps 
of the Fir st^ intern it ion ll Conltren*e on Stndenl 
Dm*: *urv»»vs, \evirV., ttev Jersey. Soptenber. 12-15, 
1071. pp. '»5-(>6. published, 197* by Rayvood Pub U sliing 
fonpmy, '«* *tnlr»l Drive, Parningdalf , E*v York 1171$. 



1 ltc* 1 ibovi ^r«« th»- d v 1 on ilruv; us- "for atir tiim i-«dl«il purpiso," found in Tibl« 
> iv* > in rh« »ip*r in dm? (1 «• *f r. '|u-*u> le * M»r us* r , ml unmi.ns 01 r»iiitumi. I lie u*j4 
t» tn 'he w,i ,ur« rem md ii.t< rr t et iti<«n oi vin>»i. .t'u«>>l. ^iil, ps%< hoiu t,i< .tl , <iod f 10I 
to drug abuse. 

The six ".chool systems wne in middle class suburbs nf Flint, Ih'lroftf, md P-Miti.ii, Ml< 
UK- «uude-tls wlio responded 10 ihe qnesi ionn lire w«-n> 1 r i idon selection iron the total ser 
AnonVpiilv of the respondent * t..is preserved. 



P«*t>n 1 1 1 1 on Mir ve y rd 
St ud»*m • in e.r.i ;e> 
?- U to the s "loots 
of lnp»-r i."»l , Sin 
tiern ird lw , ind 
P!ver*ido < oiMt ie r * , 
I .ill torn) > 1971 



Region 
P 1* if i t 



D.it.i 

( olfet t Ion Sinher of 

Tim !ini*|ue Respon lonis 

Anonyfao«i<! i)<ws. U,«2'> 

quest iomi lire (,ti Is: 1 1 \ 



1'erceni of Rf. ponder 



\ny I'se During; P_ij*l 
^r ide 7 
ft 
9 
10 
II 



M^irij 


11 in 1 


I. SO 




irair 


"ov s 


UxrU 


lioy . 


(.Iris 


B^V's 


T[u 






) .0 


1,2 


6.0 


3, 




r».7 


1. 1 


1. \ 


10.9 


10. 


v.* 


;i.i 


;.6 


'j.O 


l/.<> 


18. 




^. i 




3./ 


10.7 


13. 




■9.'. 


10. 


7./. 


IS. 7 


17. 






2J.0 


1.0 


-»9.0 


27. 



Dieitni Rc.p'ir e (orporufon. AjAidel for (.rtoinil 
'•'•il ^. r » Sj'.l*^ Pi -inning md < -iiM^l . Vnhir.-e 
iCh»>ol Srirve^ Hnil R< k p(>rt pr"tMr«-«i for Tri- 
r o'intv ( onn. H <»i, iri^ioil )n<< n c, '«i"irlior(i 
< lUforni," \.s.>i Mfii>fj >»f « i».a<rit*ae«iis, '»*/ Di^il il 
i<i"sf.ijr< es "t rj.T u i-m. ... w 4 -.t u 4 m I'^nli v u>l, 
s-jife iOS, ,*»e», Ivi'h. < ilil«rmi 9'l*.0'. |il, 
I-!, 1171. 



IV- J 
Is 
i r 1 

UfltM 

ifiv« 
. !u 

p in 

steo 



t ihui lied ibove ire immd in Tables VIIf-2 throng 
nport. riie st»n»«»l diMfftl Is referred lo as M B1| 
-ode hit*«< fiir 1 Jl .tri( t ton^idered t«> be reprfsi 
lii'f ♦ * at o*l ntiOer "I'opnl nioii Sin V4«yeti". Fne Mndy 
fi«'w how drij>', use patterns nl»*bt be inv 
<>«'»«>rnlne tlo* levels ot drug use i-i ill 



T be *l 1 1 
in tiilj 
irent 
t ouniv iri 

r t ir drst<;n*>d t o 

It; ti i 'ii desl^nrd » o »l 
ols. 

Hl( le» 'miqiie used V.i » 
i< I pi' litfi Sf b«">ls. Ti-e 
r , r« qti<> ;t ln>\ -nJv t »i»' 
- i>t l f»< t vjw i nd (4 it « 1 

»*> r k if ' or » wii 



to s(irv«<v ti 1 
fpM-st lonn lire, 
nforr(«,!t ion ne< 
-ifri.i ( v<>| ! 



v indents' present on « ; 

tr produced in the repi 
» »s»iry t.» pt r Tit the o» 

1 » I inor l-rr ik downs b 



t 



to nine time 



'ten o 



\ 



Coor . 
Region 
East "" 
Sort ft 



0.i 1.1 

(ol lection 
Fe*. hn i <juo 
'♦1-1 ton 
sol f-.iifain. 



Nuriber *»f 
Rf *pondt'ht s 
'.,"101 



Central -v<j»ii»s i mam 1 r c 



Frr*nj< v «» y ot IKo 

.fl'VOI 

0n< e /mouth or loss 
Once /we** I*" or less 
Mor«» than otioe/wi < 
DiUv 



M 91 



IVr« o if **,e of >V,p<MTdenf . 

»i«'n»lin»s \pio»»uits v ..u<"ti 
9j <),, 



1 



I 



92 
i 
I 
I 
1 



fnt Drus Mithc tr ^»«t least t-rn 
ts of the Abusers." Pro* ceding 
itioruil Conferem e on Student 

Hew Jersey, September 12-1*», 
► lished, 19/2 bv Bi> wo.nl Puttl I tliinp, 
Drlvo, FarnitiRdi't . N-»w York 117 tt. 



Mb 

t Ite-1 ihov* if the da* i on drm* «s« "tor utlur lit m rn>dl« tl puipo.o," touud in I ilili- I In t"us pmci. Also 
)Uv»m in tV ".ifv r irt dm** u «• f|."iueintis im user, tml noun ,< rs »>1 hull] nana. Ihe ;u id. t« > , mhk ei in >t Plainly 
with tht mei>ui • nent unl u t>>r pr« t it ion o» virt-ns n*;io>1, soriil, p *vr ht>««i^,li il. and iarctH \ tri.it>! is in addition 
to d rag abuse. 

The six school systems who in diddle diss suburbs ot flint, Drtroit md font i u. Mi- 111*', m. l.'il ltn m tiools, 
tlie students wln> respond?*. 1 to ta« <pjestionn tire wt-rf i r.ndom si |<*< ( Ion iron the tot it ^ehool pepil it, ion. 
Anonymity of the respondents t*-as preserved. 



I torn No. 2*> 



Popul at ion Snrvey«-<i 
Students In v\r de i 

■12 In the schools 
of Imperial , Mn 
Bernardino, and 
Riverside (ounnei, 
California 1971 



REFERKNCt 



Coos. 
Region 
P irif io 



Data 

tol lect ion 
Te< hn fqjie 
Anoi ly fao u •* 
quest loan lire 



"luraber of 
Re-»pon. l enis 
Bovs: 11, '.29 
(.IrH: U.^'-J 



Aii)r U*io During Past 
'.r ide 7 

9 
10 
11 

12 



M.ir i jo. in i 
lio\s t.irls 



Percentile ot Re .^ondents 



liovs *> 



* H'w^ t-ir 1 i 



Heroin 
o\s Hill* 







1.0 1.2 


6.0 


).l 


0.7 


0.2 


:o.i 




3.2 l.J 


10.9 


10.0 


0.2 


1 .0 


v..' 


71. 1 


7.6 J. 0 


1/.9 


18.0 


2. i 


2.2 




i>i.l 


io.6 

10.4 7.4 


1<*.7 


i;<.9 


1.4 


1 , r t 


41./. 


T 9/> 


18.7 


17.0 


> 


0.9 




i;.o 


22.0 9.0 


39.0 


2 7.0 


1 .0 


1 .0 



Digital R<soor«e. ( orporat ion , A Mode 1 tor (rlunil 
Justice S^yten )* until n^ .md t uitrol, Viluwe HI, 
Schoo l Survey - f t na I Re j>o r t p r »*p 1 1 cA f « »r T r 1 - 
County Coun'il on Criwin.il fustlte, Southern 
California \> >> 1 ition >>t < overitnerit ■», b\ Di>*it il 
Resources "or^or n ion, Wt »i n, ♦ m IVmlovird, 
Suite' SOS. J.>u> .',i'.e-h, (ilif »rnn <»M{0'. Ms 
12, 1971. 



fin dita tahiililid .dn.ve ire loond io I ib I VIH-2 t'lron-.b VIIl*f» aid Vablc 
tV-l'i in tin, np<»it. rho s«bo.»l distrJit is n for red t<> ,is "hl,u kkood, " wJii»h 
is jpuircrttlv i to<le nin< for .i dl.tritt ^tin-ld'ttd to bi> i opn sent 1 1 f ve oi the 
iri-'ountv ir iti.litittd «ind< r "i'optil itlon 'mi ve>ei!". File study wis ^ teisibiiity 
un>]« r t at itu;. d«sl r ,',neil to .how how drop, use pttttrn* rxi *,Ju be 1 nvent or i t«l . not an 
invi - 1 ij;it Ion de-ii'/ud t«» <l.»tornine the levels ol dlue, 
^ Inols, 

Hie te«'»ni'}ue used w.i> to survey liJ -todt-nts present on .1 v;iveo d iy In the 
t> irt it f p i' io>; '.thools. P*» «picst lonnil te , Kprodu «d in the it port, is v««r\ 

hfTt, rMptetttni '»nl\ t l «e ' ot <> rain ion ne« < . >iy ti» pit >|f t ri< mir-toj-; d t ilml i- 
tif* . ol lb< t vp# he! u it« I i!»o/j« < is ji 1 I » tim*r l>r# ik »orfn» »>. »b-» o tk;< 
« it< , ■ r t« , Hi "oo. • fir twii . . " ' t l n «•» to m ],/ t life . " oi I *'t < »i or > .*t e tin ") . 



in t lie i i i -( oh it v rofti"ii 
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Popolatlon Surveyed 
Students In grades 
6-12 in the public 
schools of Jefferson 
County, Colorado 
April 1971 



Ceog. 

Region 

Mountain 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
Two self- 
admin, 
ques t ion- 
nalres 
(aee NOTES) 



Sample Site 



Total: 
Males: 
Females: 
Grade 6: 
7: 
6: 
9: 
10: 
11: 
12: 



1562 
606 
754 
260 
232 
232 
239 
191 
198 
204 



I 



REFERENCE 

Braucht, C. Nicholas and Berry, K. L., A Survey of 
Drug Using Behavior In Jefferso n County. Colorado, 
Public Schools . Mimeo, 69 p,, prepared by Social 
Science Systems, Inc. for Jefferson County School 
District No. 1, Donald E. Shaw, Coordinator of Drug 
Education, April 1971. 
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Percentage of Respondenta 



Marijuana Hallucinoge ns Anphcta dines Barbiturate* 



At Least Minimal Current Use 
Males 
Females 
Total 

Crade Level 

6th 

7th 

8th 

9 th 
10th 
11th 
12th 



20.3 
15.8 
16.1 

2.6 
9.5 
16.4 
19.2 
20.9 
29.3 
35.3 



8.4 
8.1 
8.3 

2.6 
6.0 
9.5 
7.9 
9.9 
10.1 
13.7 



6.6, 
5.8 
6.2 

1.9 
4.3 



Possible Abusive Current Use 

Males 4.1 

Females 2.0 

Total 3.1 
Grade Level 

5th 0.0. 

7th 0.9 

8th 3.9 

9th 2.1 

10th 3.7 

« 11th 2.0 

12th 10-3 



3.3 
2.3 
2.8 

0.0 
0.8 



1.9 
1.7 
1.6 



4.4 



2.2 
1.3 
1.7 

0.4 
0.9 
3.0 
2.5 
2.6 
0.5 
3.0 



NOTES 



The data on extent of use of illegal drugs tabulated above are found in Summary Tal 
IV of this report. The term "At Least Minimal Current Use" mcana use one or more times 
definition of "Possible Abusive Current Use" varies by drug; for marijuana, it means ua< 
year- for the other drugs it means 10 or-*ore times per year. In Section III of the rej 
by the following usage categories: 1-2 times per year, 3-9 times per year, 10+ times* 
year. The data are also classified by articulation areas, which are areas correspond^ 
and the Junior and elementary schools feeding into it. 

The survey was based on a random sample stratified by articulation area and grade, 
ministered to one randomly selected claaa in each stratum. Differences in sample site 1 
ences in class size, absenteeism on the day of the survey, and the fact that one of the 
not participate. Each student questionnaire consisted of two parts, one of which was i : 
teacher The teacher's portion (completed first) included Information (in coded form) 4 
to drug education, and ratings of the student's school achievement and social behavior., 
of the individual students was preserved. 
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Item No. 27 



Ceog. 
Region 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 



r Hountain Two selfq- 
admin* 
question** *, 
n aires 
(see NOTES) 



Sample Size 
Total: 1S62 
Kales: 
Females: 
Grade 6: 
7: 
8: 
9: 
10: 
11: 
12: 



808 
754 
266 
232 
232 
239 
191 
198 
204 



At Least Minimal Current Use 
Kales 
Females 
Total 

Grade Level 

6th 

7 th 

8th 

9th 
10th 
11th 
12th 

Possible Abusive Current Use 
Hales 
Females 
Total 

Grade Level 
5th 
7th 
8th 
9th 
10th 
11th 
' 12th 



Marijuana Hallucinogens 



20.3 
15.8 
18.1 

• 2.6 
9.S 
16.4 
19.2 
20.9 
29.3 
35.3 



4.1 
2.0 
3.1 

0.0 
0.9 
3.9 
2.1 
3.7 
2.0 
10.3 



8.5 


8.4 


7.7 


8.1 


8.1 


8.3 


0.8 


2.6 


5.2 


6.0 


9.1 


9.5 


7.9 


7.9 


11.0 


9.9 


9.1 


10.1 


16.7 


13.7 


3.3 


1.9 



2.3 
2.8 

0.0 
0.8 
4.3 
3.3 
4.2 
3.0 
4.4 



Percentage of Respondents 

Amphetamines Barbiturates 

6.6. 
5.8 
6.2 

1.9 
4.3 
7.8 
7.1 
7.9 
7.1 
8.8 



1.7 
1.8 

0.4 
1.3 
2.2 
1.7 
2.1 
1.0 
4.4 



Opiates Inhalants 



4.2 
3.3 
3.8 

1.9 
2.6 
3.9 
4.2 
4.2 
4.0 
6.4 



11.4 
10.2 
10.8 

15.8 
13,8 
13,4 
14. * 
8.4 
4.0 
2.5 



2.2 




1.4 


1.9 


1.3 




0.7 


0.7 


1.7 




1.0 


1.4 


0.4 




1.2 


1.9 


0.9 




0.0 


1.3 


3.0 




1.3 


2.6 


2.5 




0.8 


1.7 


2.6 




1.0 


0.0 


0.5 




1.0 


1.0 


3.0 




2.0 


0.5 



I Perry, K. L.. A Survey of 
i Jefferson County, Colorado. 



_o, 69 p.. prepared by Social 
for Jefferson County School 
E. Shaw, Coordinator of Drug 



NOTES 

Lnfor the other drug, it mean. 10 or more times per year. In Section £ ' m and 50f tlBes f „ 

ministered to one raMomly selected class in a ° d "™ t hat one of the senior high school, did 

ences in class sire, absenteeism on the day of the survey, and ™° {llled out by the classroom 

not participate. Each student ^"^^"."^^'^^la^nf^r^ ion tin coded form) °n class grade level, exposure 

T^^IT^ - °°<- b — • ™ u ' 01 thc re8ponM " 

of the individual students was preserved. 
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Population Surveyed 

More thin 35,000 
students In 19 senior 
and 6 Junior high 
schools in the East, 
Midwest, South and 
Far West. 
Spring 1971, 



Data 

Collection 
Tuc Unique 

Questionnaire 



Percentage of Respondents 



Geographical 


Sanple 










Other 




A&phet- 


Barbi- 


Region 


Size 


School 




Mar i )uana 


LSD 


Psychedel les 


Methedrine 


aalnes 


turates 


East Coast 


866 


A 


Ever tried 


45.7 


13.9 


16.1 


10.2 


15,9 


17.2 








Mow using 


23.9 


1.5 


1.6 


1.3 


4.0 


4.7 


West Coast 


1,512 


B 


Ever tried 


46.9 


17.7 


19.3 


15.1 


21.4 


19.7 








Now using 


22.8 


2.8 


4.6 


3.2 


3.6 


2.6 


Midwest 


1,966 


C 


Ever tried 


37.1 


9.5 


12.1 


10.5 


11.8 


13.8 








Nov using 


18.3 


1.7 


2.8 


2.7 


2.7 


3.0 


East Coast 


1,636 


D 


Ever tried 


36.2 


9.5 


11.6 


8.3 


18.0 


19.3 








Now using 


19.7 


1.4 


2.1 


0.8 


5.8 


8.0 


West Coast 


1,196 


E 


Ever tried 


52.2 


15.2 


20.2 


12.2 


32.8 


31.0 








Now using 


24.0 


1.3 


3.8 


2.5 


8.2 


8.6 


Ul Aunmt 

mavese 


3 747 


p 


Ever tried 


34.1 


10.3 


16. 2 


14.4 


15.7 


18.2 








Now using 


16.7 


1.2 


5.4 


4.8 


4.2 


4.3 


East Coast 


973 


C 


Ever tried 


28.2 


7.7 


7.9 


8.6 


11.7 


14.3 








Now using 


11.1 


0.9 


0.9 


1.9 


3.3 


4.3 


West Coast 


2,724 


H 


Ever tried 


26.5 


8.5 


11.2 


11.5 


13.9 


14.2 








Nov using 


10.7 


1.7 


2.2 


2.6 


2.6 


3.0 


East Coast 


2,993 


I 


Evsr tried 


44.0 


10.4 


10.1 


11.0 


20.5 


22.2 








Now using 


21.2 


0.6 


0.9 


0.6 


4.6 


4.8 


East Coast 


2,827 


J 


Ever tried 


39,3 


9.1 


11.3 


8.7 


17.5 


20.9 








Now using 


18.4 


0.8 


1.4 


1.1 


3.5 


4.7 


V-.rft Coast 


1,056 


K 


Ever tried 


44.9 


15.6 


16.5 


15.3 


23.9 


23.9 








Now using 


22.1 


1.2 


3.6 


3.3 


5.1 


4.6 


Southeast 


947 


L 


Ever tried 


22.7 


9.2 


8.1 


9.0 


11.3 


13.0 








Now using 


9.1 « 


1,1 


2.0 


2.1 


2.2 


2.9 


Southeast 


486 


M 


Ever tried 


29.7 


9.7 


10.9 


10.1 


12.3 


13.1 








Now using 


14.0 


0.3 


0.8 


1.0 


2.0 


1.7 


Mldvejt 


1,341 


N 


Ever tried 


49.1 


17.5 


17.7 


18.6 


20.4 


24.5 








Now tteing 


25.7 


2.5 


3.4 


4.5 


4.9 


4.6 


Southeast 


649 


0 


Ever tr«,ed 


22.7 


9.1- 


9.4 


8.6 


11.0 


11.2 








Now using 


6.6 


0.7 


0.7 


0.8 


1.4 


2.1 


Midwest 


2,356 


P 


Ever tried 


36.9 


9.1 


8.9 - 


7.8 


12.1 


13.6 








Now using 


n.o 


0.4 


0.4 


0.5 


1.5 


1.4 


East Coast 


2 264 


Q 


Ever tried 


36.4 


8.7 


8.0 


8.5 


12.6 


16.0 








Now using 


14,3 


1 . 1 


0.8 


0.8 


2 1 


3 . 9 


West Coast 


422 


R 


Ever tried 


55.9 


21.1 


23.4 


17.6 


30.1 


30.2 








Now using 


30.0 


2.2 


4.6 


3.6 


4.6 


5.0 


Vfost Coast 


1 , 324 


S 


Ever tried 


58.3 


20.7 


19.6 


13.0 


19.5 


23.0 








Now using 


25.4 


1.9 


1.4 


1.0 


3.2 


2.9 


East Coast 


486 


T 


Ever tried 


12.9 


3.2 


2.8 


0.4 


2.8 


3.4 








Nov using 


5.0 


0.0 


0.2 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


East Coast 


449 


U • 


Ever tried 


8.4 


3.6 


4.1 


2.7 


4.4 


4.7 








Now using 


2.3 


0.5 


0.4 


0.3 


0.9 


1,4 


West Coast 


780 


V 


Ever tried 


35.9 


10.4 


13.8 


7.9 


22.1 


25.2 








Now using 


19. & 


0.5 


1.9 


1.0 


5.9 


9.3 


West Coast 


349 


w 


Ever tried 


35.4 


8.3 


11.1 


10.0 


16.2 


20.5 








Nov using 


16.5 


0.6 


1.5 


0.9 


3.6 


5.1 


Vest Coast 


285 


X 


Ever tried 


30.7 


14.3 


12.9 


H.Z 


17.4 


19.6 








Kow using 


* 9.9 


0.8 


1.6 


0*4 


0.8 


3.6 


East Coast 


1,036 


Y 


Ever tried 


15.2 


5.5 


6.0 


5.4 


10.0 * 


10.9 








Now using 


5.1 


0.7 


1.3 


1.0 


2.1 


3.4 



REFERENCE 

Ellison, Jack, A Study of Teen- Arc Drug Behavio r. Summary Progress Report covering the 
period 9/1/71 through 6/30/72 prepared by College of Physicians and Surgeons, Columbia 
University for the National Institute of Mental Health under Crant Number KH-17589-03, 
June 1972. 
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NOTES 

Cited abova art the data on the extent of drug use found In this 
The term ''Now using" Is an abbreviation for "Used 3 or more times in \ 
were chosen purposlvaly in selaeted conmunltles with presumably dlffe! 
behavior. With ths axcaption of schools R, W, and X, which required \ 
students could parHclpata, the numbers of participating students (sa| 
reflection of the numbers of students in attendance on the day of the 
respondents was praserved, and the schools sre not Identified. In tet 
schools A through S sre high schools, T through Y are Junior high sch4 
middle class suburbsn; D, E, and P are ftiddle/ lover-middle claes subul 
I, J, K, L, M, and N srs lsrge city predominantly white; and O, P. Q, 
black or ethnically mlxad. /* : 



Item No. 23 



Geographical 
Reftlon 



Staple 
Sire 



School 



leationnalre 



East Coast 


866 


A 


Vest Coast 


1,512 


♦ B 


Midwest ' 


1,966 


C 


East Coast 


1,636 


D 


Vest Coast 


1,196 


E 


Midwest 


- 3,747 


F 


East Coast 


973 


C 


Vest Coast 


2,/ 24 


H 


East Coast 


2,993 


I 


East Coast 


2,827 


J 



Vest Coast 

Southeast 
Southeast 
Midwest 

Southeast 
Midwest 
East Coast 

West Coast 
Vest Coast 

East Coast 
East Coast 
Vest Coast 

Vest Coast 
Vest Coast 
East Coast 



1,056 



Ever tried 
Now using 
Ever tried 
Now using 
Ever tried 
Nov using 

Ever tried 
Now using 
Ever tried 
Now using 
Ever tried 
Now using 

Ever tried 
Now using 
Ever tried 
Nov using 

Evsr tried 
Nov using 
Ever tried 
Nov using 
Ever tried 
Now using 



Marijuana 

, 45.7 
23.9 
46.9 
22.8 
37.1 
18.3 

36.2 
19.7 
52.2 
24.0 
34.1 
16.7 

28.2 
11.1 
26.5 
10.7 

44.0 
21.2 
39.3 
18.4 
44.9 
22.1 



tsp 

13.9 
1.5 

17.7 
2.8 
9.5 
1.7 

9.5 

1.4 
15.2 

1.3 
10.3 

1.2 

7.7 
0.9 
8.5 
1.7 

10.4 
0.6 
9.1 
0.8 

15.6 
1.2 



Other 
Psychcdellcs 

16.1 

I. 6 
19.3 

4.6 
12.1 
2.8 

11.6 

2.1 
20.2 

3.8 
16.2 

5.4 

7.9 
0.9 

II. 2 
2.2 

10.1 

0.9 
11.3 

1.4 
16.5 

3.6 



Percentage of Respondents 
Amphet- Barbl- 
Methedrlne amines _ 



turatcs Cocaine Heroin Inhalants 



947 


L 


Ever tried 


22.7 


9.2 


8.1 






Now using 


9.1 


1.3 


2.0 


686 


M 


Ever tried 


29.7 


9.7 


10.9 






Now using 


14.0 


0.3 


0.8 


1,341 


N 


Ever tried 


49.1 


17.5 


17.7 






Nov using 


25.7 


2.5 


3.4 


649 


0 


Ever tried 


22.7 


9.1 


9.4 






Now using 


6.6 


0.7 


0.7 


2,356 


P 


Ever tried 


36.9 


9.1 


8.9 




Now using 


13.0 


0.4 


0.4 


2,264 


Q 


Ever tried 


36.4 


8.7 


8.0 






Now using 


14.3 


1.1 


0.8 


422 


R 


Ever tried 


55.9 


21.1 


23.4 






Now using 


30.0 


2.2 


4.6 


1,324 


S 


Ever tried 


58.3 


20.7 


19.6 




Now using 


25.4 


1.9 


1.4 


486 


T 


Ever tried 


12.9 


3.2 


2.8 






Nov using 


5.0 


0.0 


0.2 


649 


U 


Ever tried 


8.4 


3.6 


4.1 






Now using 


2.3 


0.5 


0.4 


780 


V 


Ever tried 


35.9 


10.4 


13.8 






Now using 


19.6 


0.5 


1.9 


349 


V 


Ever tried 


35.4 


8.3 


11.1 






Nov using 


16.5 


0.6 


1.5 


285 


X 


Ever tried 


30.7 


14.3 


12.9 




Now usi' , 


9.9 


0.8 


1.6 


1,036 


Y 


Ever t**ed 


15.2 


5.5 


6.0 






How using 


5.1 


0.7 


1.3 



10. 2 


15.9 


17.2 


8.2 


6.0 


11.7 


1.3 


4.0 


4.7 


1.2 


0.2 


0.4 


15!l 


21.4 


19.7 


10.4 


4.9 


xo.o 


3.2 


3.6 


2.6 


1.1 


0.2 


0.4 


10.5 


11.8 


13.8 


9.9 


3.6 


9.2 


2.7 


2.7 


3.0 


1.0 


U. 0 


0.7 


8.3 


18.0 


^ 19.3 


5.0 


2.7 


8.5 


0.8 


5.8 


" 8.0 


0.7 


0.4 


0.4 


12.2 


32.8 


31.0 


8.9 


5 . 6 


12.4 


2.5 


8.2 


8.6 


0.8 


0.4 


0. 1 


14.4 


15.7 


18.2 


8.2 


4 . 7 


12.6 


4.8 


4.2 


4.3 


0.6 


0.6 




8.6 


11.7 


14.3 


6.7 


4.8 


11.6 


1.9 


3.3 


4.3 


0.9 


0.5 


0.7 


11.5 


13.9 


14.2 


5.8 


4 . 9 


8 . 3 


2.6 


2.6 


3.0 


0.5 


0. 1 


1 . 1 


11 .0 


20. 5 


22.2 


8.7 


5.5 


11.0 


0.6 


4.6 


4.8 


1.0 


0.8 


0.4 


8.7 


17.5 


10.9 


8.4 


6.7 


11.9 


1.1 


3.5 


4.7 


0.8 


1.3 


0.4 


15.3 


23.9 


23.9 


6.6 


5.4 


9.3 


3.3 


5.1 


4.6 


0.4 


0. 3 


0.5 


9.0 


11. 3 


13.0 


7.1 


5.1 


9.6 


2. 1 


2.2 


2.9 


1.3 


0.3 


1.0 


10.1 


12.3 


13.1 


8.1 


5.0 


7.1 


1.0 


2.0 


1.7 


0.4 


0.1 


0.2 


18.6 


20.4 


24.5 


9.5 


5.9 


12 .8 


4.5 


4.9 


4.6 


1.2 


0.5 


0.6 


8.6 


11.0 


11.2 


11.4 


8.7 


11.7 


0.8 


1.4 


2.1 


1.2 


0.6 


1.5 


7.8 


12.1 


13.6 


10.2 


6.5 


7.0 


0.5 


1.5 


1.4 


0.2 


0.5 


0.5 


8.5 


12.6 


16.0 


10.4 


8.6 


10.2 


0.8 


2.1 


3.9 


0.9 


2.1 


0.4 


17.6 


30.1 


30.2 


8.0 


4.6 


14.5 


3.6 


4.6 


5.0 


1.4 


0.0 


0.9 


13.0 


19.5 


23.0 


13.8 


8.2 


8.1 


1.0 


3.2 


2.9 


1.7 


1.0 


0.8 



0.4 
0.0 
2.7 
0.3 
7.9 
1.0 

10.0 
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NOTES 

Cited abovs are the .data on the extent of drug use found in this report (Appendix 2, Table 20). 
The term "Now using" is an abbreviation for "Used 3 or more times in last 2 months". The schools 
were chosen purposlvsiy in selscted communities with presumably differing patterns of youthful drug 
behavior. With ths exception of schools R, W, and X, which required written parental consent bsfors 
students could participate the numbers of participating students (sample sizes cited above) are a 
reflection of the numbers of students In attendance on the day of the survey. Anonymity of ths 
respondents was preserved, and the schools are not identified. In terms of a broad classification, 
schools A through S are high schools, T through V are junior high schools; A, B, and C are upper 
middle class suburban; D, E, and F are mlddle/lover-mlddle class suburban: G and H are small city; 
I, J, K, L, M, and K are large city predominantly white; and 0, P A Q, R, and S are large city, 
black or ethnically mixed. Oti 1 
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19 ft 




14.0 




90 


Get vocational training 






18.2 


4.6 


7 n 


1 '\ ft 

X J . o 




12.8 




160 


Junior college 






22.0 


5.0 


U.J 


9.3 




8.0 




506 


Four-year college 






18.0 


2.6 


3.6 


5.2 




7.0 






Daily and Weekly Use 




















* 


by Adult Family 






















Constellation 
















7.7 




738 


pother and Father 






17.8 


2.8 


3.9 


6.9 






170 


Mother only 






24.7 


8.4 


6.0 


12.6 




12.0 




18 


Father only 






27.8 


5.6 


16.7 


5.6 




5.6 




22 


Other relative 






31.6 


10.6 


10.6 


15.8 




21.0 




13 


Other 






36.4 


16.7 


7.7 


36.4 




46.2 




REFE!>EN*CK B 


MOTES 




















Kollins, Joan H. and Holdcn.V^ 


Presented aoovc arc 


the data 


on frequency of 


drug use tabulated in this 


paper. 


Cluste 




Aaynond a., "Adolescent ^^bv 


on a random selection of 


groups 


(i 


n this case classrooms) from the population being studied 




Drug Use and the Alienation 


sample of approximately 


15 percent 


(1,000 pupils) 


of the enrollment in grades 8-12 


The sa 




Syndrome.'' Journal of Orug ^ 


S^certain categories in the above 


tabulation 


arc shown in the column headed N . Bn 


iakdovns 




Education, Vol. 2, No. 3, 


categories are not given 


in the 


paper. 












o 


pp. 249-261, September 1972. 


Students responding 


to the questionnaire were assured of 


their anonymity. The testing 


ERJ.C 


66 


advance. 














6/ 





Itcn No. 31 



Data 

Collection 
rveyed Technique 

Sclf-adnin. 
question- 
naire 



It 

58 
229 
268 
2 36 
165 



AO 
211 

90 
160 

506 



738 
170 
18 
22 
13 



Frequency of Uac 

One or aoro tines a day 
Males 

Females 
Once or twice a week 
• Males 

Fcna les 
A few tines 3r raonth 

Hales 

Fcna les 
Only oncq or a few times 

! talcs 

Females 
Never used 

Males 

Fcnfrlcs 

Whites 

Blacks 

All Students 
Daily and Weekly Use 
Grade 8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

Dally and. Weekly Use 
by Father* s Occupation 
Unemployed 
Workman 

Service, Clerical worker 

Proprietor, manager, tech. 

Professional 

Dally and Weekly Use ' 

bv Level of A s piration 

for Education 

Dropout of high school 

Finish high school 

Get vocational training 

Junior college 

Four-year college 

nnilv ,-md Weekly Us e 

hv Adult Family 

Co nstellation 

Mother and Father 

Mother only 

rather only 

Other relative 

Other 

:iotes 



in H. and Hoi den, 
"Adolescent 

the Alienation 
Journal of Drue 
(f 0 i- 2. Mo. 3, 

197- 



etc. 



Percentage of Respondents 

% 

ISO Hallucinogen s AB.hota.lnc* Barbiturates Heroin "loo Snlttln S 



10.3 



13.5 
10.5 

52.1 
65.6 
58. 3 
53.8 
58 

16.2 
14.9 
20.3 
24.1 
23.6 



2.6 
0.4 

2.4 
1.5 

5.? 
„2.6 

7.1 
4.7 

82.3 
90.8 
87.0 
80.1 
85 

5.5 
4.9 
3.6 
4.4 
2.4 



3.2 
0.4 


3.6 
4.1 


5.0 
2.6 


2.2 

1 o 
1 .V 


4.7 
2.6 


2.6 
2.1 


5.3 
2.8 


5.0 
4.9 


2.6 
1.7 


4,1 
2.4 


y.8 
4.i 


6.3 
4.5 


6.7 
7.1 


4.1 


3.5 
2.6 


7.9 
5.8 


9.5 
13.1 


11.7 
11.3 


3.2 
1.5 


10.9 
7.1 


82. A 
89.5 

85 


75.4- 
75.6 

75.? 

71.5 
74 


71.6 
74.1 
73.1 
70.3 
72 


87.3 
93. 8 
93.0 
76.4 * 
90 


76.8 
85.4 
83.2 
77.8 
80 


6.3 
5.0 
3.9 
5.0 
3.6 


11.7 
7.0 
7.9 
8.6 
4.8 


10.8 
7.7 
9.2 
9.9 
7.8. 


8.3 
.5.0 
3.6 
4.4 
2.4 


11.3 
7.2 
8.0 
4.3 
4.8 



26.5 


7.7 


5.7 


20.2 


4.0 


5.3 


19.1 


3.8 


4.2 


21.1 


5.2 


4.3 


20.1 " 


5.1 


8.0 



28.2 


12.8 


10.3 


23.2 


7.0 


7.0 


18.2 


4.6 


7.0 


22.0 


5.0 


4.3 


18.0 


2.6 


3.6 



17. S 


2.8 


3.9 


24.7 


8.4 


6.0 


27.8 


5.6 


16.7 


31.6 


10.6 


10.6 


36 


16.7 


7.7 



9.4 
7.2 
8.0 
9.5 
11.8 



IV?. 4 
12.8 
13.8 
9.3 
5.2 



6.9 
12.6 
5.6 
15.8 
, 36.4 



18.; 
10. 

7. 

9. 

11.3 



21, 1 
14.0 
12.8 
8.0 
7.0 



2.0 
7.6 
4.2 
4.8 
5.7 



10.3 
7.0 
5.8 
6.3 
3.2 



7.7 
10.4 
6.2 
7.5 
7.6 



18.0 
11.0 
11.7 
7.5 
4.8 



7.7 


4.5 


6.3 


12.0 


4.8 


9.6 


5.6 


11.2 


" 11.2 


21.0 


10.6 


15.8 


46.2 


16.7 


27.3 



ERIC 



6o 



"presented above are the data on frequency of drug uf plated In this paper Cluster 
on a r'neo" selection of groups (In thU case ciassroons) f ton the F£»£UM « ^ , c slzes pertaining to 

categories are not given In the P»P«- „„„ assurcd of thc lr anonynlty. The- testing was not announced i 

Students responding to t.ic questionnaire were 

advance. fc) / 



lt« So. 



Ucog. 
Rcslon 
South 
Atlantic 



v Data 
Collection 
Technique 
32-itcn 
self-adain. 
quest lonnalrc 



Sag>lc Site 

City;* S00 
County; 1500 



Population Surv eyed 
Students tn the 
junior ard senior 
high schools (city 
and county) of Wake 
County, North 
Carolina » 

Soveaber 1970 (County) 
February 1971 (City) 
t 

Carter, Janes H . and Crcgory, Robert J.. "Assessoent of the 
v Pie valence of Drug Abuse AnonR Junior and Senior High School 
Students of Wake Countv, Xorth Carolina." S. C. Journal of 
Mental Health. Vol. 5, No. 3, pp. 21-3S. burner 1971. 



Sever used 

Used once or twice 

Used frequently 

So response received 



Pjr~ ^'» t4jje oj^ j'esjfco^ent* 



other T>fut,a 
tltj Coinr 

/>0 

S 2 

: 2 




inty 



NOTES 

Shown above arc the tabulUn.m*. of the re*poi-e* tt« the I 
questions on tiequencv of use of illegal drug* <qu**ttc/n« 27 an 
In the quest ions aire i-«.*d In thl» survey. "Other drug*" refer* 
"...drugs snch a*: a* Id, speed, pep pill*, or herein." "City** 
refers *o the clt> of Raleigh, and refers to Vak* Coun 

North Carolina'. 

The 1500 studmt* were rando«i> selected fr*» all of the 
Junior and senior h"£h school In the county school systea. 
Questionnaire* were idalnlstered bv the hooeroot* teacher daring 
a "ho-x»roo« period". The survey was carriM out slruU«n«ou*ly 
throughout the *ounty school systes. and. a*surance* were gt\ i 
the students rej?ar«mg the Confidentiality of th«lr responses* 
sose r-luctance on the iart of city school officials* the city 
participated approximately rive aonths later. The questionnaire 
the proposed oeihod o! aOatnist ration were tt*e »aae as in the tt 
schools, However, th< *.i'y respondent* wete allowed to' take Ut 
questionnaires hoot right arid t'^urn thee the following 



Population purveyed 
Students tn grades 
9-12 In 28 high 
schools In the 
vicinity of Phoenix. 
Arizona 
January 1^71 



Ceog. 
Moutain 



Data 

Collect Ion 
Technique 
Anonyxous 
quest lonn.it re 











lVne~ 


tA£i of r \*-\~ nJent«» 




Kuaber of 














Respondents 




Marijuana 


LSI 


Asphe-taalne-* 


Harhjr<*nte Mii 


1 i 


Approxi&itely 


Freshen 


19 


'> 


H 


1 » 




9,000 


Sophoaores 


28 


10 


U 


J 


« 


Juniors 


J2 


11 


1* 


U 






'Seniors ♦ 


J6 


12 


H 


IS 






Total 


28 


9 


1 i 


li 






1968 Total 


14, 


• 




* 


i 



Y*nv i) 
f 
-61 



'question not asked In 1968 survey' 



REFhR ESCF 

Phoenix (.azette. "Teens Selteve Drug Problem Crows." Tip- 
Oft II, Tee-.-, tn Fhoenix— Opinions. Fa.-ts. Fancies. Student 
jrvi-v reprinted froa Teen Gazette, The Phoenix Gazette, 
P, O. Box 1950, Phoenix, Arizona 85001. 1969. r971 pp. 11-15. 



SOTFS 

The figures cited above are the tibulated fr-»pi*n*e* t » *t»e 
THAT APPj.Y)," which was part ot the hru^s an<i t>Makit»' -e**l >o 
as including speed; addictive dru>;-» included '.erUo, a-wpMno. 
of drugs are conveyed In the t ibulatr i re>pons«s t<> tn* qye-ti- 



thl 
air* , 
Ma 



j.t taken 

V.j'».eia*inrs we 
rVre >,erer#l data 
t >Ven Jro***" The 





Fr. 


s °a^ 1 ' 


Jr. 


_ r 


..raj 'jn 


Never 


7* 








> 


Once, for an experist-nt 


H 


9 


) 


I'l 


Several tiae* 


1? 


!•* 


SO 






Habitually 








> 


4 



1 



ctal_pj 
81 
6 



Other drug-related que&tiorv* In t»*i> section of the *urvev perii.ne 
drug laws, and »eans of dealing with the drug pr^Me-s. , 

The survey tover«d approxi»at*ly fifteen percent of ea> h r.rtle l^.el i» 
Stoient participation was coispletfly v<klant irv *nd an^»n/*m*, 'i-je-st ior4ftiire^ 
during a class period. Resulr*> were edited bv ncw-»par<"f pefonntl anJ tabal 



c>fir»i<"t"i *n\ 4(tltu4 



41 

i 

the partlctp**^ 
were adalnlst«rc<3 
•ted by <o»pure|. 



6o 



Ccog. 
Region < 
South 
Atlantic 



\ 

Data 

Collection 
Tech n ique 
32-iteca 
se'.f-adaln. 
questionnaire 



Sagple Size 

City: 500 
County: 1500 



pulatlon Surveyed 
udents in the 
Aior and senior 
|h schools (city 

county) of Wake - 
i»nty > North 
rollna 

renber 1970 (County) 4 
bruary 1971 (City)' 

[ERENCE 

t«fr. James H, and Cregory, Robert J., "Assessment of the 
ivalence of Drug Abuse Among Junior and Senior High School 
udents of Wake County, North Carolina." S. C. Journal of 
a tat Health , Vol. 5, No. J, pp. 21-55, Summer 1971. 



P ercentage of Respondents 



Never used 

Used once or twice 

Used frequently 

So response received 



Marijuana 
City County 
63 • 89 
22 . 7 
6 * 3 
4 ' .V^j 



Other Drug? - 
» Clty . County 



70 
24 
' 5 
" 1 



39 
6 
2 
2 



/ 



espon#e: 



Shown above are the tabulations *of the responses to the two ^ 
questions on freqilency of use of illegal drugs N (questions 37 .and 28) 
in the questionnaire used In this survey. "Other drugs" to 
"...drugs such as: acid, speed, pep pills, or heroin." "City" 
refers to the city of Raleigh, and "County" refers w Wake CouVit/, 9' % 
North Carolina* * , * 

The 1500 students were randomly selected froto Jilt« of the f 
Junior and seriior high schools in the county^chool'.systen. 
Questionnaires were administered by the homexoojb teacher during 
a "homerooa period". The survey was carrlcofofct simultaneously 
throughout the county school systeo, and assifrancks were given to 
the students regarding the confidentiality '6/ their responses. After 
some reluctance on the part of city "school of f Iclals, ^he city schools 
participated approximately five months Liter, The questionnaire^ and 
the proposed method ot adninistratlon were the sane as In the county , 
schools. However, the c.lty respondents were allowed to take their 
questionnaires hose over night and to return theft, the following day. 

. ^ 



I tea So. 33 



go r e e ntagc of Respondent s 



' Data 

Ceog. Collection Nuaber of 
Region Technique Respondents 
Moutain Anonymous Approximately 
questionnaire 9,000 





Marijuana 


LSI 


Araphct. 


Freshmen 


19 


5 


~ 8 


Sophomores 


28 


10 


14 


Juniors 


32 


11 


15 


Seniors 


36 


12 


18 


Total 


28 


9 


13 


1968 Total 


14 


* 


* 


"question 


not asked in 


1963 survey 



Barbiturat es 
7 
13 
14 
15 
12 



Addictive Drufes 

3 
5 
5 
4 



None of Th es e 
73 
66 
64 
59 
66 

71 



Believe Drug Problem Crows." Tip- 
Ux— Opinions, Fact*, Fancies, Student 
Teen Gazette, The Phoenix Gazette, 
IX, Arizona 85001. 1969, 1971 pp. 13-15. 




The figures cited above are the tabulated responses to the question: "Have you taken: ... (ANShtR ALL 
THAT APPLY)," which was part of the Drugs and Drinking section of this survey. Aaphctaalncs Were identified 
as Including speed; addictive drugs included heroin, morphine, cocaine, etc More general dati on the use 
of drug* are conveyed in the tabulated responses to the question: "Have you taken drugs, 
of percentage of respondents, ire shown below. 



These. In terms 




'{ever 

Once, for an experiment 
Several times 

Habitually - 
Other drug- related questions in this section of the survey pertained to opinions and attitudes on drug usaRC, 
drug laws, and tseans of dealing with the drug problem. 

The survey covered approximately fifteen percent of each firade level in the 28 participating high nchoola. 
Student participation was coapietcly voluntary and anonymous; questionnaires wore admlnistnrcd by teachers 
during aydass period. Results were edited by newspaper personnel anj tabulated by cooputer. 



Po/olatton Surveyed 
Eieaentary and high 
school students In 
a town in- Che 
vicinity of Boston, 

. Has.sachCiJetts 

".May 1971 



€eog. 

Region 

View 

England 



Data 

Collectlcc 
Technique 
Anonyaau* 
questionnaire 



Susber of 
Respondents 



480 
225 



Percentage of Respondents 



Any use.during 19*0-71 School Year 

!6th CraJc 
7th Cra It 
8th Craae 
High School 



Marijuana 


LSD 


A=?hetaniae* 


Barbiturates 

• > 


4 


I 


-1 


2 


9 


I 


5 


5 


30 


3 


7 


9 


46 




12 


14 



REFERENCE , 

tfechsler, .Henry and Thua. Denise, : >rug Usage Aaong School- 
Age Youth in the Town o* *_ * % t _ Mlseo", 20 p-. 

The Medical Foundation, lite, 2? CosaAnwcalth Avenue, Eoston, 
Massachusetts 02116, October 21 197 1. * 



*be data shown above arc found in Table I in this report. "Cough syrup" refers to the 
IcKks" The report also gives esllaates of the extent of drug use obtained froa -parents, at 

Questionnaires were distributed in a saapU- of "hose rooas~ at; each gra^e level. The i 
roo=* were asked by graduate students, or in soac cases, students fros their own school to l 
(In no instance were teachers present when the questionnaires i*ere distributed or being fll 
assured their answer* would be anonyaous and were Instructed not to write their naaes" on an; 
Al&otZ ail the students in the selected hoac rooss, who were present on the day the questioi 
completed the questionnaire. 



Popul at io n Surveyed" 
Junior anJ senior 
high school students 
in a city In the 
. vie laity of Boston. 
Masticfciir.ctts 

V 

V&r^EFERtNOr: 



Ceog. " 

Region 

Xcw 

Sngland 



Data * 
■Collet tio»k 
Tcchnll'i* 
Anor.yaeus 
questionnaire 



Sinbcr of 
3jS pondcn t't 
1.300 



Students under IS years of age 
Any use Bering 1970 
I'sc five or store tiees during 1970 



Students IS years of age and <wgr 
Jny use during 1970 
'Use iivc or aorc tlaes during 1970 



NOTES 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana LSD Aaphetaalnes Barbiturates C ough Syrup Hei 



12.9 
5.8 



40.3 
26.3 



4.7 
1.2 



9.3 . 

3.4 



7.3 
2.4 



15.7 
6.7 



8.0 
3.2 



15.9 
6.1 



12.3 
1.3 



7.9 
1.2 



Wech^lcr. lory ind Thua," Denisr . The Extent o f ftrug U*e 

in th* S— <— . ^ Public Schools . Mioe'j -T'TT'p . 

the Mvdiw« l Voundatlon', Irtc. . 2 9 Cosao rtwe a 1th Av . c ut » 
Boston. Massachusetts 02116. September 24, i9" , l 



* " Ci tyi naat * deleted at author'* rcqae.t. 



The data shown above are taken froa Tables 1 and 2 in this report. The figures for "us 
during 1970" are given In those tables as percentages of the users, whereas In the above tab 
shown as percentages of the respondents in each classification. "Cough Syrup" refers to th« 
"for kicks". The report also gives cst^aatcs*of the extent of drug use obtained froa parent 
personnel, as veil as froa students. 

Questionnaires were distributed In a saaplc of "hoac rooas** at each grade level. Studi 
rooas wctc asked by graduate students, or in soae cases, students froa their own school to c 
questionnaires. (In no^instancc were 'teachers present uhen the questionnaires were dlstribu 
filled out.) Students were assured their answers would be anonymous and were instructed net 
naacs on any part ot the questionnaire. Aloost all the students in the selected hoac; rooas, 
on the day the questionnaire was distributed, completed the questionnaire. 




I 



71 



Itex So. 34 



land 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
Anonyaous 
questionnaire 



lusher of 
Respondents 



2?5 



Percentage of Kespoidcnts 



use during 1970-71 School froar 

6th Crade 

7th Crade 

3th Crade 
D High School 



Marijuana 


LaP ' 


Asphetaaines 


Barbiturate* 


Cough byrcp 


Heroin 


Clue Sniffing 


4 


1 


1 


2 


5 


0 


9 


9 • 


1 " 


5 


5 


1 


0 


8 


30 




7 


9 


4 


1 


9 


. 46 


S 


12 


14 


4 


2 


4 



nise, Pruy Usage Aaong School- 
,„ , , ,. Mlaeo., 20 p., 

[„ 29 Cosaonvealth Avenue, Boston, 

ber 21, 1971. 



SOTES - ' . „ 

The data shovn above ire found in Table 1 ir. trrts report "Cough syrup" refers to the use of *.ough syrup "for 
kicks". The report also *>ives estimates of the extent of dnx?, use obtained fros parents, as well as froa students. 

Questionnaires were distributed ma saapLc of "hoae ro»os" at each grade level. Tht students in these hose 
roocs cere asked by graduate students, or in .aoce vases, students ;rea their ovr. svhool tu coaplctc the questionnaires. 
(In no instance tfere teachers present when the questionnaires were distributed or being filled out.) Students were 
assured their apsvers would be anonyaous and were instructed not to write their narws on any pare of the questionnaire. 
Alsost all the students in the selected* hoae rooas, vho were present on th^,day the questionnaire .was distributed, 
coapleted the questionnaire. * ° 



Data 

Collection * N'usber of 
Technique Respondents 
Anonyaous 1,3*00 
land questionnaire 



Students under 15 years of age 
Any use during 1970 
Use five or core tines during 1970 

Students IS years of age and over 
Any use during 1970 _ ? * 

Use five or aorc tises during 1970 



Percen tag e of Respondent s 
Marijuana LSD Asphetaaines B arbiturates . Co^gh S yrup Hero ih 



12.9 
5.3 



40-. 3 
26.3' 



4.7 



-9.3 

r.4 



7.3 
2.4 



15.7 
fc.7 



8.0 
3.2 



15.9 
6.1 



12.3 * 

l.i 



1.1 
1 .1 



4.3 
1.4 



ltc= No. 35 



Clue Sniffing 



14.9 
3.0 



S.4 
2.6 



enise. The Extent oi Dru J sv»c 
P ublic Schools "! iliac*?. , 1> p., 

, 29 Coaboqwcaith Avenue, 
16, Septcober 24, 1971. 



Bthor s request. 



SOTES 

The data shown above arc taken froa Tables 1 and 2 ip thit report. The figures f n "use ,wc or aorc tides 
during 1970" are giten in those t.ibl/s as percentages of the u*«rs, whereas in the aboi/c tabulation they arc 
shown as percentage? «>f the respondents in each classification "Cough Syrup refers to the usf of cough syrup 
"for Kicks". The report also gives cstiaates of the extent of drug use obtained froa parents «ad school 
personnel, as 1 well as froa students. « 

Questionnaires were distributed in a s.mple of 'hoae rooas" at each grade level. Student* in these hone 
rooas were asked by graduate students, or in so no c#aes, students frca their ovn school to eo»pirte the 

questionnaires. (In no instance were teachers' present when tnc questionnaires were distributed or being , 

filled cut.) Students were assured their answer* would be ancnyao-is and «ero instructed no* to write their 
nanca on any part of tht questionnaire. Aloost all :j»c students In the selected hose rooas, who were present 
oh the day the questionnaire wa*«distributcd, coapleted the que*tionnnire. 



7u 




71 



A 



"J 



t~4 
/ .1 



All students in the 
six hl^li schools 01 
Tovnship High School 
District 214, In the 
vicinity of Arling- 
ton Heights, Illinois 
December 1970 



North 
Central 



Coscunity 

* If DC 

Suburban 



Data 

Collection 
Technique . 

76-itcn 

self~adain. 

questionnaire 




Marijuana Psychedellcs 



Percentage of Respondents 
Anphet- Barblt- Solvents 
aalnes urates * 



Heroin 



Use During Last 3 Months 
Twice/oonth or less 
Cr. 9 
Cr. 10 
Gr. 11 
Cr. 12 
All Students 
Once/veck or cere 

Cr. 9 
Cr. 10 
Cr. 11 
Cr. 12 
All Students 

Any Use 

Class of 1971 
As Freshaen (1967) 
As Sophoeorcs (1968) 
As Juniors (1969) 
As Seniors (1970) 

Class of 1972 
As Freshaen (1968) 
As Sophomores (1969) 
As Juniors <1970) 

Class of 1973 
As Freshmen (1969) 
As Sophotsores (1970) 

Class of 1974 . 
As Frcshncn (1970* 

Users (1970) 

Frcshsen 

Sophoaorcs 

Juniors 

Seniors 

All Students 
Male 
Fcsalc 



REFERENCE 

Chicago, Illinois, June 1971. 



Hughes, Patrick, Jl*trlct 2 14 Dn.g Abus e Survey: An Interim 



Report 
of Chicago, 



6.1 
9.9 
12.2 
14.2 
10.2 

3.4 
6.5 
8.7 
12.0 
7.2 



5.2 
10.5 
18.3 
26.9 

6.8 
13.6 
21.5 

10.1 
16.5 

9.4 



5.0 

7.4 
10.7 
15.6 

9.1 
11.0 

7.3 



2.8 
5.3 
5.7 
6.6 
4.9 

0.6 
1.4 
1.4 
1.1 
1.2 



1,1 
4.2 
7.3 

9 0 

2.4 

5.; 

8.1 

4.2 
7.4 



0.9 
1.9 
1.8 
2,5 
1.7 
2.4 
1.1 



3.3 


3.1 


3.4 


6.3 


4.3 


3.5 


5.8 


4.2 


2.4 


6.7 


5.3 


1.8 


5.4 


4.2 


2.9 


0.8 


0 6 


0.5 


2.0 


0*.? 


o!7 


2.2 


0.8 


0.5 


2 . 3 


0.7 


0.1 


1.6 


0./ 


0.5 


2.9 


0.7 




4.9 


1.6 




6.9 


3.7 




9.3 


5.6 




3.3 


1.1 




5.7 


3.3 




8.8 


5.1 




4.8 


2.0 




8.8 


4.5 




4.8 


2.5 





5. c , 
9.2 
8.- 
8.i 
7.8 
7.5 
6.0 



NOTES 

The data cited above m derived from a saapl.j coaprising approxi» 
target population. However, the authors arc oropcrly cautious in stat: 
not allow thea to generalize their findings to the entire student body 
hidden sources of bian due to absenteeism on the -lays of the survey, fi 
to return answer shecis, and the unusable nature of some of the answer 
very reasonable ei forts *.ere ludc to obtain valid and reliable data, -I 
tliat the sample was in oanj respects representative of the target popu 



ERLC 
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Iten No. 36 



DcsBunity 
uburban 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

76-itea 

self-adoin. 

questionnaire 



Percenta ge of Re s pondents 



Marl luono. Psyched c. 



Anphct- 
aalncs . 



Barbit- 
urates 



Narcotics 
Heroin. Morphine 



13,603 
(Varies 
slightly 
with drug 
type) 



Use During Last 3 Months 
Twlce/oonth or less 
Cr. 9 
Cr. 10 
Cr. 11 
Cr. 12 
All Students 
Once/week or aOre 

• Cr. 9 
Cr. 10 
Cr. U 
Cr. 12 
All Students 

Any Use 

Class of 1971 
As Freshen (1967) 
As Sophosorcs (1963) 
As Juniors (1969) 
As Seniors" (1970) 
Class of 1972 
As Frcsheen (1968) 
As Sophooorcs (1969) 
As Juniors (1970) 
Class of 1973 
As Freshmen (1969) 
As Sophomores (1970) 
Class of 1974 
As Freshaen (1970) 

Users (1970) 

Frcshncn 

Sophotaores 

Junior 8 

Seniors" 

All Students 
Male 
Fcsalc 



M A HUtthes Patrick, District 214 P ritr, *" rvo V : . An Int " lD 

llTug Abuse Program Department of Psychiaters ity 

lune 1971. 



6.1 
9.9 
12.2 
14-2 
10.2 

3.4 
6.5 
8.7 

7.2 



5.2 
10.5 
18.3 
26.9 

6.8 
13.6 
21.5 

10.1 
16.5 

9.4 



5.0 
" 7.4 
10.7 
15.6 
9.1 
11.0 
7.3 



2.8 
5.3 
5.7 
6.6 
4.9 

0.6 
1.4 
1.4 
1.1 
1.2 



2.1 
4.2 
7.3 
9.0 

2.4 
5.0 
3.1 

4.2 
7.4 



3.8 



0.9 
1.9 
1.8 
2.5 
1.7 
2.4 
1.1 



3. J 


3.1 


3.4 


6.3 


4.3 


3.5 


5.8 


4.2 


2.4 


6.7 


5.3 


1.8 


5.4 


4.2 


2.9 


0.8 


0.6 


0.5 


2.0 


0.7 


0.7 


2.2 


• 0.8 


0.5 


2.3 * 


0.7 


0.1 


1.6 


0.7 


0.5 



2.9 
4.9 
6.9 
9.3 

3.3 
5.7 
3.8 

4.8 
8.8 



0.7 
1.6 
3.7 

5.6 

1.1 

3.3 
5.1 

2.0 
4.5 

2.5 



5.5 
9.2 
8.7 
8.? 
7.8 
7.5 
8.0 



0.1 
0.1 
0.7 
1.5 

0.3 
0.6 
1.1 

0.3 
1.0 



0.4 
1.1 
1.9 

2.5 

0.5 
1.5 
2.1 

0.5 
1.2 



0.6 



1.2 
1.9 
2.5 
3.0 
2.1 
2.2 
"2.0 



^ dato cited above ere derived fro, o STfffflM - resuU.'oo 

hidden sources of bios due to absenteeism on the days of the u y r< . cei vcd. However, 

to return answer sheets, and the u "" s ^ andTellab e data""n<> the report Indicates 

that ^'i"^US Z'^^ t the tar g ct Ration. 




Population Surveyed 

All students Grades 
7-12 in 49 schools 
in Delaware, 
including two 
private and six 
parochial schools. 
Fall. 1970 



Region 
Mid-Atl 



« Data 
Coataun i ty Collect ion 
Site (Pop.) Technique 



Various 



35-itca 

sclf-adain. 

questionnaire 



Sample 
Sl^e 

31,882 



Hallucinogens Stiaulants 
Marijuana LSD Other Aaphet. Qrhe.i. 



Percentage of Respondents 



Depressants 



Users 

Quitters 

Nonuscrs 

No information* 

Users: Male 

Fecial e 
Quitters: Male 

Female 
Nonuscrs: Hale 

Female A 
b No Information: Hale 

Female 

Ever Used: 



6.8 


•» 

* 1.4 


1.5 


•2.7 


1.6 


0.7 


6.1 


2.0 


1.4 


4.0 


2.4 


0.8 


83.0 


91.7 


92.2 


88.6 


91.0 


93.6 


4.0 


4.8 


4.9 


4.7 


5.0 


5.0 



Opiate 8 

Heroin Qthfi 
1.1 

1.5 
92.4 
5.0 



0.8 
1.3 
2.0 
3.9 
3.5 
7.7 

(In the report these data are broken dovn by three counties and the cit 



Gr. 


7 


2. 


7 


0.8 0.6 


1.8 


1.1 


0.6 


Cr. 


8 


5 


7 


1.4 1.2 


3.1 


1.8 


1.0 


Gr. 


9 


10 


0 


2.2 1.7 


" 5.7 


3.2 


0.9 


Gr. 


10 


16 


1 


4.0 3.4 


8.7 


5.5 


1.7 


Cr. 


11 


21 


3 


5.5 4.9 


10.5 


6.7 


1.7 


Gr. 


12 


27 


1 


8.4 7.0 


15.5 


7.2 


2.9 



REFERENCE 

Wilson, Robert A , Drug Use In Delaware: A Study of Junior and Senior High School Students . 
Division of Urban Affairs, Univcrs^y of Delaware, Newark, Delaware, December 1971. 



NOTES 

The sample, "which comprises approximately 50 percent of the state' 
including both public and private schools, is considered by the authors 
whole state. Adequate measures to ensure confidentiality of the indivi 
validity checks in*lhe questionnaire enhance the credibility of the rei 



Population purveyed 

All students Grades 
7-12 in a particular 
rural school district 
Fall 1970 



All students Crades 
7-12 in a particular 
suburban school dis- 
trict 
Fall 1970 



Ceog. 
Region 

Mid-Atl 



Mid-Atl 



Data 

Community Collection 
Size (Pop.) Technique 



Sample 
Size 



Rural 
(24,397) 



Suburban 
(42,000) 
upr. mid. 
cl. 



35-Itea 

self-admin. 

questionnaire 



35- item 

self-admin. 

questionnaire 



Users 
Quitters 



Ever Used: 



Users 
Quitters 



* not stated explicitly; varies between 
grades and from question to question due 
to non-response 

KjcFEtCariCK * 

Londergan, Sutan; Wilson, Robert A.; and McCrath, John !!., "Patterns of Drug Use Among 
Adolescents in a Rural Community and in a Suburban Community". , 41p.. Paper presented at 
1971 Rural Sociological Society Meeting, Denver, Colorado (ED 052-882). 



In 

Hallucinogens \ j *> 
Mariluana LSD * Other 



Percentage of Respondents 



Stimulants 
Aaphet . Other 



Depressants 
Barb it. Tranq. 



Opiate's 
Heroin Other 





2.2 


0.8 


0.6 


0.8 


0.8 


0.9 


0.8 




3.2 


0.5 


0.5 


2.2 


1.7 




0.4 


Cr. 7 


3.0 


1.5 


1.5 


1.5 


1.5 


1.5 


1.5 


Cr. 8 


0.6 






1.1 


0.6 






Gr. 9 


3.3 






0.8 








Gr. 10 


7.3 


2.4 


2.4 


4.0 


3.2 


0.8 


0:8 


Gr. 11 


9.9 


0.9 




6.3 


6.3 




0.9 


"Gr. 12 


13.3 


4.1 


3.1 


6.1 


5.1 


3.1 


4.1 




10.6 


1.4 


2.2 


2.9 


1.5 


0.4 


1.0 




' 8.2 


3.2 


2.6 


6.0 


2.9 


0.9 


2.2 


Gr.* 7 


3.7 


0.2 


0.4 


2.5 


1.0 


U.l 


0.4 


Cr? 8 


8.6 


0.8 


1.7 


4.4 


1.9 


0.7 


1.5 


Cr. 9 


14.4 


3.3 


. 2.'9 


6.3 


3.0 


1.2 


2.0 


Gr. 10 


23.1 


5.3 


5.8 


11.5 


5.4 


1.0 


4.2 


Cr. 11 


28.8 


6.2 


6.7 


7.8 


6.6 


1.6 


4.5 


Cr. 12 


40.2 


13.3 


13.8 


10.6 


8.9 


3.9 


7.0 



NOTES 




Item No. 37 



Community 
Size (Pop.) 



Collection 
Technique 

35-ltcca 

se If -admin . 

questionnaire 



Sample 
■SUC 

31.882 



Percentage of Respondents 
Hallucinogens ' Stloulants Depressants Opiates Spec.Subst. 

HirHu.-^na lsd other Amrhet . Othcx ZaxhiL. Iranq. Utrflla Other Clue Other 



Users 

Quitters 

Nonuscrs 

No information 

Users: Male 

Female 
Quitters: Hale 

Female 
Nonuscrs: Male 

Female 
No Information: Kale 

Female 



Ever Used: 



7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 



6.8 


1.4 


1.5 


2.7 


6.1 


2.0 


1.4 


4.0 


83.0 


91.7 


92.2 


88.6 


4.0 


4.8 


4.9 


4.7 



2.7 
5.7 
10.0 
16.1 
21.3 
27. 



0.8 
1.4 
2.2 
4.0 
5.5 
8.4 



0.6 
1.2 
1.7 
3,4 
4.9 
7.0 



1.8 
3.1 
5.7 
8.7 
10.5 
15.5 



* 1.6 


0.7 


1.1 


-1.0 


0.9 


2.4 


0.8 


1.5 


3.6 


1.8 


91.0 


93.6 


92.4 


90.5 


92.4 


5.0 


5.0 


5.0 


4.9 


5.0 








r 








✓ 





l.i 


0.6 


0.8 


2.9 


1.7 


1.8 


1.0 


1.3 


4.9 


2.0 


3»2 

s'.s 


0.9 


2.0 


5.0 


2.8 


1.7 


3.9 


5.3 


3.2 


6.7 


1.7 


3.5 


5.4 


3.4 


7.2 


2.9 


7.7 


4.6 


2.6 



Total 



9.3 
6.9 
9.0 
7.2 
76.7 
82.4 
5.0 
3.5 



(In the report these data are broken down by three counties and the city of Wilmington) 



Delaware; A Study of Junior and Senior Hlnh School Students , 
rsity of Delaware, Newark, Delaware, December 1971. 



NOTES 

The sample, which comprises approximately 50 percent of the state's total student population, 
Including both public and private schools, Is considered by the authors to be representative of the 
whole state. Adequate measures to ensure confidentiality of the Individual responses, and built-in 
validity checks In the questionnaire enhance the credibility of the results. 



Item No. 38 



Data 

Co&munlty Collection 
Sl2C (Pop.) Technique 



Saaplc 
Size 



Rural 
(24,397) 



Suburban 
(42,000) 
upr. mid. 
cl. 



35-ltea 

sclf-admln. 

questionnaire 



35-ltem 

self-admln. 

questionnaire 



Users 
Quitters 



Ever Used: 



Users 
Quitters 



Ever Used: 



* not stated explicitly; varies between 
grades and from question to question due 
to non-response 



irt A.; ar » 'cGrath, John H. , "Patterns of Drug Use Among 
ty and in a Suburban Community". 4l P .; Paper presented at 
y Meeting, Denver, Colorado (ED 052-882). 
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Hallucinogens Stimulants 
Marlluana .' LSD Other Amphet. Other 



Percentage of Respondents 



Depressants 
Barb It ■ Tranq ; 



Opiates 
Heroin Of 



Spec.Subst 
Clue Other 







2.2 


;;o.8 


0.6 


0.6 


0.8 






3.2 x 


VQ.5 


0.5 


2.2 


1.7 


Gr. 


7 


3.0 


1.5 


1.5 * 


- 1.5 


1.5 


Cr. 


8 


0.6 






1.1 


0.6 


Cr. 


9 


3.3 


9 




0.8 




Gr. 


10 


7.3 


2.4 


2.4 


4.0 


3.2 


Gr. 


11 


, 9.9 


0.9 


0.9 


6.3 


6.3 


Gr. 


12 


13.3 


4.1 


3.1 


6.1 


5.1 






10.6 


1.4 


2.2 


2.9 


1.5 






8.2 


3.2 


2.6 


6.0 


2.9 


Gr. 


7 


3.7 


0.2 


0.4 


2.5 


1.0 


Gr. 


8 


8.6 


0.8 


1.7 


4.4 


1.9 


Gr. 


9 


14.4 


3.3 


2.9 


6.3 


3.0 


Gr. 


10 


23.1 


5.3 


5.8 


11.5 


5.4 


Cr. 


11 


28.8 


6.2 


6.7 


7.8 


. 6.6 


Gr. 


12 


40.2 


13.3 


13.8 


10.6 


8.9 



0.9 


0.8 


0.6 


0.8 


2./ 




0.4 


3.0 


0.6 


5.5 


1.5 


1.5 


2.2 


1.5 


3.1 






1.7 




3.4 






2.5 




5.8 


0.8 


0.8 


7.3 


1.6 


8.9 




0.9 


3.6 


1.8 


13.5 


3.1 


■4.1 


5.1 


3.1 


19.4 


0.4 


1.0 


0.7 


0.7 


11.3 


0.9 


2.2 


4.2 


2.3 


10.2 


0. 1 


0.4 


3.0 


1.5 


6.4 


0.7 


1.5 


4.7 


2.4 


12.5 


1.2 


2.0 


5.6 


4.7 


17.5 


1.0 


4.2 


4.4 


3.1 


25.2 


1.6 


4.5 


6.6 


4.0 


31.2 


3.9 


7.0 


5.2 


2.7 


41.8 



NOTES 

sThis study U part of a statewide survey (sec Item 37). The districts selected are considered 
by the authors to be typical, respectively, of rural and suburban districts (using Bureau of the 
CcnsJs classifications). Good provision was made for confidentiality of the Individual responses, 
and Internal checks wer« made for the consistency of responses. 
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77 



Population Surveyed 

Students In Grades 7-1 I In 
Uoburn, Massachusetts, 
Winter 1970. 



Ceog. 
Rc ft to /i 

New 

England 



Community 
Size (pop) 

City (37,000) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Questionnaire 



Sample 
Size 



450 



Halluci- 
Marljuana nogens 



Senior High 

Or. 12 
Cr. 11 
Gr. 10 

Junior High 
Cr. 9 
Gr. 8 
Cr. 7 

Total 



Percentage of Respondents 
Amphet- Barbi- 
aalnes turatcs Narcotics 

12 4 



kEFERESCE 

Gcllneau, Victor A.; Zaks, Linda A. j Novlck, Karen h. ; and Caop, Joy M, , Report of the 
Youth Study to the Wo burn Conaunlty . Mlmeo, 12 p., Division of Drug Rehabilitation, 
Department of Mental Health, Boston, Mass., April 1971. 



N OTES 

The above is a compilation of the quantitative information on dr.jg t 
The column headed "Any Drug" refevs to those who reported any use of dr 
purposes. Blank spaces indicate the absynre of information in the repo 
ten rcrcent of the Woburti school population, but no details are given ft 
Neither the questionnaire nor aoy descriptive details on It are given i 
say that it was carefully construe*. ed and pretested, and had been used 
Anonymity of the respondents vaj preserved. 



Population Surveyed 

All students in public and 
private Junior and senior 
high schools (Grades 7-12) 
in Syracuse City School 
District in upstate New 
York. Hay 1970. 



Community 
Size (pop) 

City 

(197,000) 



Number of respondents shown 
grade and by other drug use 
according to marijuana use, do 
not add to total number of 
respondents (15,158), since 
unknown responses wore not 
Included in the datjmnalysi^r" 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Self-adoin. 
questionnaire 



by 



Number of 
Respondents* 

2,594 
2,543 
2,834 
2,556 
2,489 
2,026 



Percentage of Respondents 



6,320 
6,869 



1,126 
732 



Ever Used: 



Overall 
Now Using: 



Overall 

Tried other drugs but 
never tr'.ed marijuana: 
Male 
Ferial e 

Tried other drugs of 
those who tried 
marijuana: 

Male 
Female 







Marijuana 


LSD 


Speed 


Pep Pil 


Cr. 


7 


2.5 


1.0 


0.6 


2.5 


Cr. 


8 


4.6 


1.9 


Ui, 


3.6 


Gr. 


9 


9.7 


4,0 


2.5 


7.7 


Cr. 


10 


13.9 


. 5.1 


4.2 


a, 9 


Cr. 


11 


20.0 


6.1 


5.0 


10.0 


Cr. 


12 


25.5 


6.3 


5.6 


11.7 






12.1 


4.0 


3.1 


7.2 


Cr. 


7 


1.1 


0.5 


0.3 


0.9 


Cr. 


8 


1.6 


0.7 


0.4 


1.0 


Cr. 


9 


i.8 


2.1 


1.0 


2.7 


Cr. 


10 


8-S 


2.6 


1.7 


2.5 


Cr. 


11 


11.3 


3.6 


1.9 


a.i 


Cr. 


12 


13.3 


2.7 


2.0 


3.1 






6.5 


2.0 


1.2 


2.2 



lAt least) 
t once J 



0.8 
0.5 



32.0 
25'. 0 



0.5 
0.6 



23.3 
22.7 



2.6 
3.5 



36.1 

43.3 



REFERENCF 

Bahst, l>ean V. and Bnli, Leon. Dm?. Abune fatLerns Aeons Midents in an Upstate Mew York 
Urban Ar ea. Mloco, 21 p., New York State. Narcotic Addiction Control Comission, New York 
City, February 1972. 
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NOTES 

The questionnaire was administered to all students on the same day^ 
y'.udcnts responding. Validity checks for internal consistency were prd 
and it appears that confidentiality of the individual responses was end 
Although a breakdown by specific drug was not provided, it is of ifl 
at which drug abusers in the 7th-12th grades began their drug use. Th« 

Aw.e at Which Grade Level 

Drug Use Began 7th-8th 9th-10th llth-12t 

. 1 00. OX 100. 01 

1 13 years or less ..." 69.4 18.5 

14-15 years 27.8 67.1 

16 years or more • . • 2.8 14. A 



og. 
Legion 

tew 

ngland 



Community 
Size (pop) 

City (37,000) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Questionnaire 



450 



ld» A. ; Novlck, Karen M. ; and Camp, Joy M. , Report of the 
inlty . Mlaco, 12 p.. Division of Drug Rehabilitation, 
caton, Mass., April 9, 1971. 



7i 



I teat 



Senior High 
Cr. 12 
Cr. 11 
Cr. A 10 

Junior High 
Cr. 9 
* Cr. 8 
Cr. 7 



Marijuana 
25 



Halluci- 
nogens 



Percentage of Respondents 
Amphet- Barbi- 



aalnes 
12 



turatca 
4 



Narcot les 



Exempt 
Narcotics 



Clue 



Any 
Drufc 

35 

48 

36 

22 
9 

12 
8 
7 

18 



Total 
NOTES 

The above is a compilation of the quantitative information on drug use found In this report. 
The column headed "Any Drug" refers to those who reported any use of drugs for other than medical 
purposes Blank spaces indicate the absence of information in the report. The s^ple compr «d 
ten percent of the Unburn school population, but no details are given as to how It was selected. 
Neither Che questionnaire nor anydescript ive details on it are given In the ° 
say that it was carefully constructed and pretested, and had been used In several other studies. % 
Anonymity of the respondents was preserved. v 



Item No. 40 



Ceog. 
Mid-All 



Community 
Size (pop) 

City 

(197,000) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique . 

Self -admin, 
quest lonnalre 



Number of respondents shown, by 
grade and by other drug use 
according to marijuana use, do 
not add to total number of 
respondents (15,158) » since 
unknown responses were not 
included lo the data analysis. 



Number of 
Respondents* 

2,594 
2,543 
2,834 
2,556 
2,489 
2,026 



6,320 
6,869 



1,126 
732 



Drug Abus«> Patte rn s Aoong Students in an Upstate Kcw York 
v York State riarcotlc Addiction Control Commission, Kew York 



9 

ERIC 



Overall 
Now Using: 



Overall 



Cr. 


7 


Cr. 


8 


Cr. 


9 


Cr. 


10 


Cr. 


11 


Cr. 


12 


Cr. 


7 


Cr. 


8 


Cr. 


9 


Cr. 


10 


Cr. 


11 


Cr. 


12 



Tried other drugs but 
never tried marijuana: 
Hale 
Ferule 

Tried other drugs of 
those who tried 
marijuana: 

Mai* 
Vernal c 

NOTES 







Percentage 


of Respondents 






Marijuana 


LSD 


Speed. 


Pep Pills 


Heroin 


Vola tiles 


2.5 


1.0 


0.6 


2.5 


0.6 


15.0 


4.6 


1.9 


1.4 


3.6 


0.5 


11.9 


9.7 


4.0 


2.5 


7.7 


0.8 


12.0 


13.9 


5.1 


4.2 


8.9 


l.J 


9.8 


20.0 


6.1 


5.0 


10.0 


1.7 


8.1 


25.5 


6.5 


5.6 


11.7 


2.1 


8.6 


12.1 


4.0 


3.1 


7.2 


1.2 


11.0 


1.1 


0.5 


0.3 


0.9 


0.3 


2.8 


1.6 


0.7 


0.4 


1.0 


0.4 


2.3 


4.8 


2.1 


1.0 


2.7 


0.4 


2.2 


8.5 


2.6 


1.7 


2.5 


0.7 


1.3 


11.3 


3.6 


1.9 


3-1 


0.9 


1.4 


13.3 


2.7 


2.0 


3.1 


1.1 


1.3 


6.5 


2.0 


1.2 


2.2 


0.6 


1.9 




0.8 


0.5 


2.6 


0.3 j 


9.2 




0.5 


0.6 


3.5 


0.1 ' 


7.8 


(At least! 


32.0 


23.3 


36.1 


10.6 


34.3 


\ once J 


25.0 


22.7 


43.3 


6.6 


26.9 



The questionnaire was administered to all students on the same day, with 90 percent of the 
students responding. Validity checks for internal consistency were provided in the questionnaire, 
and It appears that confidentiality of the individual responses was ensured. 

Although a breakdown by specific drug was «ot provided, it is of interest to note the ages 
at which drug abusers fi>*the 7th-12th grades began their drug use. These are tabulated below. 

Grade Level 



7 1 h-8th 9th-10th llth-12th Total 



Age at Which 
Drug Use Began 

100.0* t 100. Ot 100. OX 100.0Z 

13 years or less . . . 69.4 18.5 6.0 20.2 

14-15 years 27.8 67.1 22.6 ;9.3 

16 years or more . . . *2.8 14.4 71.4 40.5 



Population Surveyed 
Student 8 in grades 
9 And 10 In a white 
middle class sub- 
urban school 
May 1970 

Students In grades 
9 through 12 in an 
c thnlcally mixed 
Inner city school 
June 1970 



Geog. 
Region 
East 
Coast 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
Self-ad rain, 
questionnaire 



East ^ Sclf-adaln. 
Coast questionnaire, 



Sanple 
S ltc 
359 



Percentage of Respondents 



Tried arJ still use, or stopped using 
Ever used one or aore tines 

Tried and still use, or stopped using 
Ever used one or aore tlaes 



Marijuana^ Hashish 
23 



31 



21 

24 



13 



He 



REFERENCE 

Haberaan, Paul W.; Joccphson, Erie, Zanes, Anne; and 
Ellnson, Jack, "High School Drug Behavior: A Method- 
ological Report on Pilot Studies." Proceedings of 
the First International Conference on Student Drug 
Surveys, Newark, New Jersey, September 12-15, 1971, 
pp. \03-12l, published, 1972 by Bayvood Publishing 
Co&pany, A3 Central Drive, Farnlngdale, New York 
11735/ " 



NOTES 

Cited above are the data on the extent of use of illegal drugs found In this papei 
refers to Dexcdrlne, Dexamyl, Benzedrine, etc; DOWN'S refers to N'enbutal, Seconal, Barbi 
etc. 

The pilot studies reported in this paper were chiefly methodological in purpose, 
to help develop the questionnaire to be used in a national survey and to test the efflc 
of a self-coding procedure for matching students In successive waves of the larger »ur* 
addressed was the extent to which the drug behavior of students absent fron school on 
vfroa that reported by those present. 



Data 



Gcog. 


Collection 


Nmber of 










Percentage of Respondents 


Region 


Technique 


Respondents 






Mar I luana 


LSD 


Amphetamines 


Barbiturates 


Mid-Atl. 


78-irea . 


6,969 


Grade 


7 


9 


8 


14 


16 




group- 






8 


10 




15 


18 




adaln. 






9 


14 


7 


13 


17 • 




anonymous 






10 


i; 


9 


15 


19 




questlon- 






11 


22 


13 


19 


20 




nal re 




NOTES 


12 


26 


13 


20 

9 


20 



Population Surveyed 

People of high school 
age in Pennsylvania 
April and May 1970 



R EFERENCE 

Larimer, George S.; Tucker, Alvln II.* and Brown, Ellen F. , 
"Orugs and Youth." Pennsylvania's Health , Vol. 31, !Io. 4, 
Winter Issue - 1970 and Vol. 32, Ko. 4, Winter Issue - 
1971 (Reprinted by Division of Public Health Education, 
Pennsylvania Department of Health, 1971). 



7o 



Reproduced above is the tabulation of percentages of respondents U 
of substances by grade found In this report. "Use" ranges froa "a few I 
"almost every day." The report also gives percentages of high-use respi 
grade, by socioeconomic level, and by residential envlronaent. Attitudl 
knowledge of drugs are discussed; composite descriptions are given of tl 
user and the potential user of drugs. ; 

The data were obtained In 35 senior and Junior high schools In nlnl 
were selected as representing the urban, suburban, and rural and socioe< 
characteristics of residents of Pennsylvania. Within schools, students 
randomly within each of the six grades. This was accomplished by celcci 
name in the files by grades until the desired sample size was net. 



Ucn No. 41 



Data 

Ceog. Collection Saaple 
Region Technique Size 
East Self-adaln. 359 
Coast questionnaire 



Percentage of Respondents 



Tried and still use, or stopped using 
Ever used one or Dore tlacs 



.Marijuana, Hashish 
28 

31 



UPS 
12 



16 



DOWNS 
13 



13 



East 
Coast 



Self-adain. 
questionnaire 



oil 



Tried and still use, or stopped using 
Ever used one or aorc tines 



21 

24 



Josephson, Eric; Zanes, Anne; and 
th School Drug Behavior: A Method- 
Pilot Studies!. 11 Proceedings of 
onal Conference on Student Drug 
Jersey, September 12-15, 1971, 
toed, 1972 by Baywood Publishing 
Drive, Faraingdale, New York 



NOTES 

Cited above are the data on the extent of use of illegal drugs found in ttus paper (Table 9). UPS 
refers to Dexedrlne, Dexaayl, Benzedrine, etc, DOWNS refers to Nenbutal, Seconal', Barbs, Ye Hoy Jackets, 
etc. 

The pilot studies reported in this paper were chiefly aethodological in purpose. They were intended 
to help develop the questionnaire to be used in a national survey and to test the efficacy and reliability 
of a self-coding procedure for matching students in successive waves of the larger survey. Another issue 
addressed was the extent to which the drug behavior of students absent froa school on a given day differs 
froa that reported by those present. 



I tea No. £2. 





Geog. 


Col lection 


Ntcaber of 








Percentage of Respondents 


ilaMon Surveyed 


Region 


Technique 


Respondents 




liari |uana 


LSD 
8 


Asphctanlncs 


Barbiturates 


lie of high school 


Mid-Atl. 


78-1 tea 


6,969 


Cradc 7 


9 


14 


16 


in Pennsylvania 




group- 




8 


10 


<> 


15 


18 


LI and Hay 19 70 




adnin. 




9 


14 


7 


13 


17 




anonyaoous 




; 10 


17 


9 


15 


19 






question- 




11 


22 


13 


19 


20 






nai re 




, 12 


26 


13 


20 


. 20 



Heroin 


t;iuc 


10 


13 


10 


12 


7 


10 


9 


11 


10 


8 


7 


7 



KENCE 

ner, Oeorge 5., Tucker r Alvln H. , and Brown, Elien I., 
gs and Youth." P ennsylvania's Health , Vol. ii, Ho. 4. 
er Issue - 1970 and Vol. 32, llv. 4, Winter Issue - 
(Reprinted by Division of Public Health education, 
sylvania Department of Health, 1971). 



■ Reproduced above is the tabulation of percentages of respondents indicating use 
of substances by grade found in this report. "Use" ranges froa "a few tlaes" through 
"aliaost every day." The report also gives percentages of high-use respondents by 
^r.tdc, by socioeconomic level, and by residential environnent. Attitudes toward and 
knowledge of drugs Arc discussed ; composite descriptions are given of the non-user, the 
user and the potential user of drugs. • t 

' The data were obtained in 3s senior and Junior high schools in nine counties which 
were selected as representing the urban, suburban, and rural and socioeconomic level 
characteristics of residents of Pennsylvania. Within schools, student? were selected 
randoaly within each of the six grades. This wasi accomplished by selecting ever/ fifth 
nase in the files by grades until the desired sample size was aet. 



9 

ERIC 



i 



Population Surveyed, 
Students In grades 
10, 11 and 12 in 
five, schools In the 
metropolitan area 
of Houston, Texas 
Spring, 1970 



Data 

Collection 
Technique _ 
Interview 



Sample 
Size 
535 



REFERENCE 

Preston. Janes D. and Fry, Patricia A., 
"Marijuana Use Among Houston High School 
Students." Social Scie nce Quarterly. 
Vol. 52, pp. 170-178, 1971. 



Pcrcenl i n Each .School, Vho ^e 





Percent of 
Respondents In 
Kach Category 

(N-335) 


Percent In Each 
Cite^ory Who are 
Users of Marijuana 


Black 
(N-127) 


Ethnically 
Ht?tc rogeneous 
(S-73) 


(N-101) 


Sex 
Hale 
Female 


37.5 
62.5 


32.8 
17.7 


25.0 
4.6 


33.3 
11.8 


18.5 
0.0 


Grade Level 
10th 
Uth 
12th 


39. J 
42.0 
18.6 


16.8 
31.7 
22.9 


9.5 
16.7 
15.9 


4.8 
24.0 
38.5 


0.0 
6.5 
20.0 ' 


Ethnicity 
Anglo 
Black 

Mexican American 
Other 


39.3 
45.1 
12.5 
1.1 


39.2 
10.8 
21.9 
12.5 


- 


- 


- 


Family Intactncss 

Parents living together 
Parents separated 
Parents divorced 


76.4 
10.0 
13.6 ' 


25.6 
17.0 
18.8 








Ft lends* Use of Marijuana 
Practically all 
More than half 
Only a few 
None 

Don* t know 


11.4 
8.5 
27.4 
19.7 
33.0 


86.7 
72.7 
24.3 
2.9 
1.7 


100.0 
! 50.0 
, 26.3 
3.7 
j 0.0 


50.0 
100.0 

33.3 
9.1 
5.9 


75.0 
0.0 

12.5 
0.0 

o.c 


Parents' Use of Drugs 
Yes 
No 

Don't know 


4.4 
. , 63.2 
32.4 


65.2 
31.4 
2.4 


j 0.0 
j 18.8 
0.0 


100.0 
40.0 
5.4 


iOO.O 
7.4 
0.0 



NOTES 

The above data on «rljuana use In relation to various sociocultural var Wblt. ar J J™* £ 
The schools had been selected to represent a wide range of socloeconoalc and cul u „1 difference 
headings In the above table. The following data on regularity of use for the total samp** (S-53 

ln the pAP * rS tonV tines: U P«cent 

Several tioes (uore than 3): 7 percent 
1-1 tic.es: * percent 



design, 
were 



Within schools, the students selected were those enrolled in sections of "quired classes xm 
,ir*J ti« No claim is nade by the authors that the sample Is representative of a.l Houstj 
fnUrvlewld In^groupl. and conpLted Individual interview schedules. Anonymity of the res,, 



I tea No. 43 



Percent of 

RcrtponJi-nCi in Percent in Each 

knch Category Category Who arc 

Q535_)__ Hay rat pf_Mai_iJu_ana 



Sex 
Hale 

vi'caalc , 

Crade Level 
10th 
Uth 
12th 

Ethnicity 
Anglo 
Black 

Mexican Ascrlcan 
Other 

Paally Intactness 

Parents living together 
Parents separated 
Parents divorced 



37.5 
62.5 



39.) 
42,0 
19.6 



39.3 
45.1 
12.5 
\.l 



76.4 
10.0 
13.6 



32.8 
17.7 



16.8 
31.7 
22.9 



39.2 
10.8 
21.9 
12.5 



25.6 
17.0 
18.8 



in Jjtch School Vho ^nre^ l^e_r_»_ of. rur ljuana. 

Anglo- Anglo- 
Ethnical ly Lower- Upper- 
Hctcrogt-neoys Black Middle Middle 



33.3 
U.8 



4.8 
24.0 
38.5 



18.5 
0.0 



0.0 
6.5 
20.0 



31.6 
?0.5 



26.4 
18.8 
20.0 



55.3 
44.4 



66.7 
47.3 
0.0 



Friends* Use of Marijuana 
Practically --11 
More than half 
Only a few 
None 

Don't know 

Parents' Use of Drugs 
Yes 

No 

Don't knov 



11.4 
8.5 
27.4 
19.7 
33.0 



4.4 
63.2 
32.4 



86.7 
72.7 
24.3 
2.9 
1.7 



65.2 
31.4 
2.4 



50.0 


75.0 


88.2 


90.6 


100.0 


0.0 


80.0 


79.2 


33.3 


12.5 


25.0 


22.5 


9.1 


0.0 


0.0 


7.1 


i.9 


0.0 


1.1 


0.0 


100.0 


100.0 


100.0 


56.3 


40.0 


7.4 


31.4 


56.0 


5.4 


0.0 


2.6 


5.3 



The above data on nurijuana use in relation to various sociocultural variables are «» " j^^K" 

schools had Wn-ft^elected to represent a wide range of socioeconoalc and cultural differences, as Indicated by he 
dirgTln 5he abatable. The following data on regularity of use for the total saaple (S.535) are found in Table 2 



The i 
holdings 

,n tSe tine.: » percent 

Several tines (aore than 7 percent 

1-3 tioes: 6 percent 



'erXtervleTed in «d conpleted Individual interview »,hed«l«.. Anonyity of the respondent, -a, ...ured. 



Population Surveyed 

Public school students In 
Grades 8-12 In white, non- 
actropolltsn, noncollege 
cosswnltles of the Midwest. 
Novenber-Deceabcr 1969. 



Ccog. 
Region 



Community 
Type 

(See Notes) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

190-ltea 

group-adnln. 

opinionnalTe 



Kuabcr of 
Respondents 

4,220 
*M:2,131 
F:2,089 



816 
907 
823 
867 
807 



1,181 
1,909 

i.no 



Never Used 
Once >"k 
2-4 tlpes 
5-7 tines 
8 or oore tlaca 

Ever used by Age 
13 snd under 
14 
IS 
16 

17 and over 

Ever used by 
Cosounlty Type 
Coaaunlty A 
Cosounlty B 
Coscunlty C 

*H denotes Ryle respondents. 
F denotes Ferule respondents 



20.8 
10.6 
6.3 



Marijuana 


Hallucinogens 




M x P 


83.7 •91-7 


91.1 96 0 


4.4 2.6 


3.1 1.9 


3.3 2.7 


2.2 1.0 


1.8 C.7 


1.3 o.e 


6.8 2.7 


2-3 0.4 


5 0 


3.0 


6.5 


5.0 


10.3 


6.0 


18.2 


9.S 


22.1 


9.5 







Percentage of R ecpcades, 
Agghetj 



10.3 
6.1 
3.4 



REFERENCE 

Hsger, David L. ; Vencr. Arthur M. ; and Steward Cyrua $., 
In Middle Aoerlca". Journal of Counseling Psychology, Vol, 



'Patterns of Adolescent Drug Use 
18, So. 4, pp. 292-297, 1971. 



NOTES 

The drug categories cited above are dta^tibeJ in the p<tfci as i ,vH 
Hallucinogens: LSD, STP, acscallne, 

Afipheta&lnes: Benzedrine, Dexedrlne, Hethedrine, * 
and Hard Drugs: heroin, cocaine, and oorphln*. 

The "Ever Used" data were obtained by adding the figures given In the 9 
use categories as cited In the first tabulation above. The survey vas 
ties, the characteristics of which are described in the nape*. The r«i 
prlcarlly affluent professionals and oanagera; Cc-ceunlty B is composed 
upper lover class levels; Cossaunlty C Is prlnarlly s working-class semi 
tlons of the three sre about the sane (approximately 15,000), and each 
and one Junior high. Cosplete anonynlty of the respondent* vas assured 
not Identified in the paper. High Internal consistency In rhe responsi 
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Kid -West 



Community 
Type 

(See Notes) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

190-item 
group-admin . 
oplnlonnalre 



Number of 
Respondents 

4,220 
*M:2.131 
F:2.089 



816 
907 
823 
867 
807 



1,181 
,909 
1,130 



tur H. ; and Stewart. Cyrus S., "Patterns of Adolescent Drug Use 
of Counseling Psychology , Vol. 18, No. 4, pp. 292-297, 1971. 



Never Used 
Once 

2-4 tines 
5-7 times 
8 or core tines 

Ever usetl*by^g« 

13 and under 

14 

15 

16 

17 and over 

J Ever used by 
V Community Type 

Community A 

Community B 

Community C 



Marijuana 




*M denotes Hale respondents. 
F denotes Female respondents 



20.8 
10.6 
6.3 



NOTES 



Percentage of Respondents 
H allucinogens 



H 

91.1 
3.1 

•2.2 
1.3 
2.3 



96.0 
1 ) 
1.0 
0.8 
0.4 



3.0 
5.0 
6.0 
9.6 
9.5 



10.3 
6.1 
3.4 



3.8 



Item No. 44 



Hard Drugs 



H 


F 


H 


F 


01.8 


94.8 


96.0 


98.4 


2.5 


2.2 


1.7 


0.8 


2.8 


1.3 


0.8 


„ 0.4 


0.8 


0.4 


0.5 


0.1 


2.1 


1.3 


0.9 


0.2 




3.3 




2.6 




4.8 




2.8 




5.S 




3.0 




9.3 




3.0 




11.1 




2.7 




9.6 




2.9 




6.9 




3.0 



The drjg categories cftcd above are dercribed in the paper as including the following" 

Hallucinogens: LSD. STP, mescaline, 

Amphetamines: Benzedrine. Daxedrlne, Kethcdrlno, 
and Hard Drugs: heroin, cocaine, and morphine. 
The "Ever Used** data were obtained by adding the figurss given in the paper lor the corresponding 
use categories as cited in the first tabulation above. The survey was conducted in three communi- 
ties, the characteristics of which are described in the paper. The residents of Ccscunity A are 
primarily affluent professionals and managers; Community B is composed mainly of lower middle and 
upper lower class 4evcls; Community C is primarily a working-clsss semi-rural area. The popula- 
tions of the three arc about the same (approximately 15.000), and each has one public high school 
and one Junior high. Complete anonymity of the respondents was assured, and the communities arc 
not identified in the paper. High internal consistency in the response patterns was demonstrated. 



\ 



2 




Percentage of Respondents 



Po pulation Surveyed 
Juaior and senloi 
hiih sclents in 
the Dallas li.iepen- 
dent School' District, ' 
Texas * y 

/October 21. 1969 



Data . * 

<Co»ectior. Mu=ber of 
Technique ' / Respondents 
Group-adain. 56,765 

questionnaire 



Marijuana 
or THC Hashish 



RSFf.SEKCg 

Cos.ctt, John T. ; Levis, Jerry M.; and «il"|PJ; ' 
Vlrslnl' Austin, "Extent and Prevalence of Illicit 
Drug Use as Reported by 56.765 Students ^i?^ 
o f the Afri c an Medical Associatio n. Vol. 216. No. 
pp. 1664-1470, May 31, 1971. 



Csc at Least 
One Ttae 
Grade 7 

8, 

% - 
10 
11 
- 12 
Use Ten or 
More Tiaes 
Grade 7 
8 
9 

10 
U 
12 

U se at Least One 
Tlac This Wecic 
Grade 7 
' 8 
9 

10 
11 
12 

NOTES 



9 
11 
i4 
17 



LSD 



yarning Mescal ir.e 
Glory or 
Seeds Pcyote * 



STP, 3enzeJrine, Sc=bu*al 
etc, ecc . etc. 



Codeine* 
Cocaine etc« 



<i 


1 


< 1 


^1 


<l 


^i 


1 


*l 


<i 


<l 


<i 


<i 


3 


'1 


I 


<l * 


<i 


<i 


4 


1 


I 


<l 


<i 


<i 


6 


2 


2 


.'I 


i 


i 


8 


2 


2 


<l 


i 


i 



<l 
I 



<l 
<l 
<l 
<l 
I 



'l 

<* , 

<l 
<l 
1 



2 
2 

3 
2 



<i 
<l 
<l 
^l 
I 
2 



2 
2 
2 

i 

2 
3 



Clstrlct on the sa=>-d.>y. An attend was =ad - :» »ver; , tu denr< present in school 

respondents v.-s preserved. • ■ , 



Data 



Morning 



Ceog. 

Region 

Vest 

South 

Central 



Collection 


Nu=*>er of 




Marijuana 






Clory 


Technique 


Respondents 




or THC 


Hashish 


LSD 


Seeds 


Croup-adain. 


56.745 


Use at Least 










questionnaire 




One Tise 






2 








Grade 7 


3 




3 






8 


6 




3 


3 






9 


9 


1 < 


* 5 


• 4 






10 


11 




5 


3 






11 


14 


6 


v 6 


3 - 






12 


17 


7 


7 


3 






Use Ten or 
Xore TLses 














Crude f 


<1 


<1 


< 1 


<1 






8 


1 , 


'1 


<1 


<1 






9 


3 


<1 


1 


<1 




<v 


10 




1 


1 


<1 






11 


6 


2 


-> 


<1 






12 


8 


2 


2 


<1 




» O Cse at Least 0.ic 














Tlrae This Week 














Grade f~ 


2 


1 


2 


2 




V 


8 
9 


0- 
4 


1 

2 


2 

2 


2 
2 




♦ 


10 


5 


2 










11 


\ 6 


2 


, 3 


i 






12 1 


8 


3 


3 


2 



Percentage of Respondent s 

Mescaline 

or STP, Benzedrine, Nembutal 
Peyote etc^ etc. *stc. 



«*' 

terry M. ; and Hill 1 ips. 
;tent ind^Tr^valcnce o* Illicit 
by 56,745 Stifenii." The Journal 
1 Association . Vol. ^16, No. 9. 
1971. 



NOTES 



2 
3 

V 



<i 
«.i 

a- 

i 
i 



2* 

2 



6 

■i 



5 
f 5 

5 
5 



Codeine 
Cocaine etc. 



Heroin 
i or 
M orphine 





<1 


<i 


- 1 


<i 


<1 


<1 


<i 






<i 


*1 


<1 


1 


<l 


<i 


<i 


,-1 


^1 


2 


< • 


. 'i 


<i 


'1 


1 


. 2 




<i 


l 


<1 


1 


3 


l 


l 


2 


'1 




I ten No. 45 



Solvent 
Inhalants 



9 
11 

9 
7 
7 



4*. 



*The data tabulated above are found in TaTTTfes l". 2.' and 3 in this p.per STP. «e. ^^•fJJ^^/^JJJii " 
P.ilocybin; Benzedrine, etc. includes Benzine. ^J?-- 'J***' ~ ' d t rp ^ or RoMtussin; 

District on t'.e -Sav. »n ittespl was nudr to path every «iud#Al prwnr in school o- that day. Anonvnity oi t 

rej>pondcnts was preserved. ^* ^ 
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Popul ation Surveyed 
High school seniors 
In the state of 
Florida 

SpMng 1969, ' 



Ceog. 
Region 
South 
Atlantic 



Data 

Collection 

Technique 
Self-adaXn. aa.ll 
questionnaire 

o 



Itea So. 46 



aanple Size 

474 

739 
150 

282 
276 
204 
125 

160 
206 
211 
312 

205 
301 
273 
90 




Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana 

18 
, * 9 



Large city (greater than 50,000 population) 
Hediua city (25,000-50,000 population) 
Snail city (less than 25,000 population) 
Rural 
Father's Education 
College degree 

Sone college or bus lness- school '1 
High School graduate * •+ 

Less than high school * 
F aally Incoae t 
Over $12,000 
$8,000 to 11,999 
$4,000 to 7,999 
Less than $4,000 



■ 14- 
10 

17 
Li 

9 
8 

21 
14 
♦12 
11 

20 
12 
12 
9 



REF ERENTS 

Clarke, Jases W. and levlne, E. Lester, 
"Marijuana Use, Social Discontent and 
Political Alienation: ^A Study of High' 
School Youth." The American Political 
Science Review , Vol. L3CV, No. 1, pp. 
120-130, March 1971. 



NOTE S 

Presented above are the data on narijuana use (percentages who are users In each class- 
It icat Ion) found In this paper (Table 1). As the title Indicates, the paper Is concerned 
with social discontent and political alienation In relation to marijuana use. 

This survey was based on an adjusted statewide randoa saaple of 1057 high school seniors. 
The response rate was approximately 85 percent (varies slightly by classification, as shown j 
above under Saaple Size). The questionnaires were nailed to the principals of participating 
high schools, who were asked to adeinister then and forward the returns coU«ctlvely. 
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8r> 



Hi 



Percentage of Respondents 



t)ata 

Collection 
Technique _ 
75-Iten 
self- admin, 
questionnaire 



Number of 
Res pondents 
1,704 



Population Surveyed 
High school s:udents 
In an affluent sub- 
urban coaaunlty 
within coa=utlng 
distance f rca New 
York City 
February 1969 



REFERENCE 

Tec Ncchaaa. "Drug* Aaong Suburban Teenagers: Basic Findings. 
ZV. Scl. &ied., Vol. 5, PP. 77-84, 1971. 




Never tried It and would not like to try It 

Never tried It but would like to try It 

Tried It once 

Use it once In a while 

Use It regularly ^ 



NOTES 



P"^"^fig of Respondents 



Population Surveyed 
Ssudcrts In slv 
nigh schools In 
northern New Jersey 
1969 



Ceog. 
Hld-Atl 



Data 

Collection 
Technique _ 
89-1 tea 
self-adaln. 
questionnaire 



Nuaber of 
Respondents 
5,614 



Current Us e 
Freshaen 
Sophoaores 
Juniors. 
Seniors 
Frequency of Use 
Hardly ever 
Less than once a week 
Once or twice per aonth 
At least once per week 
Twice a week or oore 
Fast Use 
Freshaen 
Sophoaores 
Juniors 
Seniors 

*N.A. " Not Asked 



Marlluana tSD Hal 



Stleulants " Speed" Barbiturates Heroi 



7.3 


1.2 


2.7 


13.3 


k-9 * 


4.7 


20.5 


3.6 


9.2 


23.6 


4.1 


10.2 


28.0 


N.A.* 


AS. 3 




81.7 




30.6 


N.A. 


39.3 


24.0 


18.3 


11.5 


17.5 


N.A. 


4.0 



3.6 
. 5.3 

9.1 
10.1 

49.1 

26.0 
13.1 
11.8 



0.4 


3.1 


0.8 


1.0 


5.0 


0.4 


1.3 


7.3 


0.9 


1.2 


6,5 


0.7 


N.A. 


57.8 


n.as- 


64.4 




51.3 


N.A. 


26.4 


N.A, 


35.6 


7.6 


48.7 


N.A. 


8.2 


N.A. 



REFERENCE 

Wolfson, Edward A.; Lavenhar, Harvin A.; Mia. Richards 
Qulnones, Mark A.; Einstein, Stanley; and Lour a Donald 
a "Survey of Drug Aouse In Six New Jersey High 
School l-^thodolosy and General Findings.'' Proceed- 
ings of the First International <*«*'[™l « f'f 
Dru* Surve/fc, Ncv<»rk, New Jersey, September 12-15, l»7l, 
pp SolT^l^d, 1972 by Bayvood Publishing Company, 
4? Central Drive, Faralngdale, New York 11735. 



■"L to t .„«i.«. *~ - roonain Tf io ? 2, vr./^K; .KISS'S Si 

"Speed" Is defined M <JSmT2 "any drug for other than *d 

non-prescript ion cough aedlclne. - Any Drug la an 0 personal and professional contac 

TZ^X^ T^:tT)l t!SiX percent. *— ° -er, co.] 

a voluntary and anoftyaous basis . 



ERIC 



* * 



Uca No. 47 



r 



Ceog. 
Region 
Hid- At 1. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
75-ltea 
sc If -admin, 
questionnaire 



Number of 
Respondents 
1,706 



Perccntafcc of Respondents 



Never tried It and would not like to try It* 

Never tried It but would like to try It 

Tried It once 

Use It once In a while 

Use It regularly 



Marijua na 
60 

8 

8 
12 
12 



LSD H, Speed" 



LSD 
85 

5 

2. 

3 

1 



35 
3 
5 
6 

0.6 



Herqln* 
9?# 
1 
1 

0.5 
<0.1 



glue Sniffing 
89 . 
2 
6 
2 

<0.1 



tugs Aaong Suburban Teenager^ 
Vol. 5, pp. 77-84, 1971. 



NOTES 

Basic Findings." Summarized above are the principal data on the extent of use of Illicit drugs found In this l*apcr. 

A large part of the discussion is concerned '/1th attitudes toward marijuana. 

Questionnaires were given to all students present on the day of the survey; the participation rate 
on a voluntary basis was 94 percent. Anonymity of the respondents was emphasised 



• Item No. 4 8 



,\Ceog. 



l-Arl. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
89-ltea 
self-admln. 
questionnaire 



Nuaber of 
Respondents 
5,614 



Percentage of Respondents 



Marijuana LSD Hallucinogens Stimulants "Speed" Barbiturates Heroin 



Other 
Substances 



Current Use . 

Freshmen ■ 7.8 1.2 2.7 3.6 0.4 3.1 

Sophoaores 13.3 1.9 4.7 5.3 1-0 5.0 

Juniors 20.5 3.6 9.2 9.1 1.3 7.3 

Seniors 23.6 4.1 10.2 10.1 1.2 6.5 

Frequency of Use 

Hardly ever • 28.0 N.A.* *5-3 49 - x M " A " blm ° 

Less than once a weeV Sl. y 64 ■* 

- Once or twice per nonth 30.6 N. A. 39.3 \ .26.0 N.A. Zb.4 

At least once per week 24.0 18.3 11. > 13.1 35 - 6 

Twice a week or mote 17.5 N.A. 4.0 11.8^ N-A. 8.2 

Past Use * 
Freshmen 

Sophoaores x 

Juniors ^ 
Senior's 

*N.A. - Not Asked 



0.8 
0.4 
0.9 
0.7 

N.A. 

51.3 
N.A. 

48.7 
N.A. 



< 



10.6 
8.3 
6.0 

^78.0 

13.2 
6.0 
2.8 



Any Drug 
Hales Females 



12.9 
20.6 
23.6 
28.3 



4.8 
7.5 
8.1 
11.1 



14.1 
20.8 
26.6 
25.3 



4.9 
6.8 
9.5 
11.7 



tvenhar, Marvin A.; Blua, Rlchsrd; 
italn, Stanley; and Lourla, Donald 
is* in Six New Jersey High 
^ and General Findings." Proceed- 
irnstlonal Conference on Student 
Nev Jersey » Septeaber 12-15. 1971, 
972 by ftayvood Publishing Co^any, 
Lngdale, New York 11735. 



NOTES , fC 

„ as therefore not (.tended to reflect the demographic. econonU »nd racial diversity of the state ot New J««y. The 

£~ •s.'ss siren's ss^^^W^ 

a voluntary and anonymous bssls. 
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Population Surveyed 
High school students 
in Chittenden 
County, Vermont «, 
Spring 1968 



Ceog. 

Region 

New 

England 



Data 
Collection 
Technique 
Croup- 
admin, 
anonymous 
questionnaire 



Percentage of Respondents 



.Number of 
Respondents 
Urban Schools: 2191 
Rural Schools: 852 





Non-Users 


Admitted Drug Users 


Potei 




Urban 


, Ru ra 1 


Urban 


Rural 


t)rl 


Total 


75.8 


^80.6 


7. 


1 


5.0 


IX 


Sex 














Male 


71.5 


"78.8 


9. 


7 ' 


6.3 


18 


Female 


80.2 


82.2 


4. 


4 


4.0 


15 


Class Standing. 












19 


Top 


73.5 


83. 1 


6 


9 


4.6 


Middle 


76.1 


79.0 


7 


5 


5.3 


16 


Lower 


76.4 


73.5 


6 


6 


8.8 


17 


Grade 
Sophomore 














77.5 


80". 7 


4 


7 


5.3 


17 


Junior 


76.1 


79.6 


6 


7 


5.7 


17 


Senior 


73.9 




9 


7 


* 3.7 


16 


Socioeconomic 














Status 














High 1 


74.8 


75-5 


7 


.7 


6.4 


17 


2 


74.3 


70.0 


9 


.2 


3.8 


16 


3 


78.2 


84.0 


5 


.5 


4.2 


16 


Lov 4 


83.3 


90.9 


~ 4 


.8 


1.5 


11 


Education of' 














Parent (Father). « t 










, 15 


Grade School 


79.3 


85.6 


5 


1 


3.4 


Klgli School 


76.6 


81.7 


5 


.6 


4.9 


15 


College 


69.7 


74.7 


10.6 


6.6 


19 



REFERENCE m , 

Leahy, Patrick J.; Stef fenhagen, Ronald A,; and Levlne, Bruce L. , 
"A Study of Drug Use Patterns of High School Students in the State 
of Vermont." Drug Dependence and Abuse ^Resource Book , Chicago, 
National District Attorneys Association, 1971, pp. 275-280. 
/ 



NOTES 

The v data* tabulated above have been obtained from Table 1 in 
calculating the percentages with reference to the total minber 1 
ficatlon. Vilille the paper refers to "drug users", the only drug S| 
referred to is marijuana. Thus, "admitted drug users*' are those 
to using marijuana. "Potential drug users" are those who admltt 
possibility of using drugs if the opportunity were available, 
is not Included In "non-users". • 

The objective of this studv was to obtain an estimate of dru 
high school students, In Vermont by surveying all high school at« 
county. Chittenden County was selected as representative of botl 
and urban areas of the state. In ajll of_the public high schools 
all members of the sophomore, Junior, and senior classes were oui 
same day without prior announcement. * 

The survey included a neurotic Index, and a major finding of 
that drug use is significantly associated with emotional instable 



v. 



! 



Item No, 



49 



Geog. 

Ion Surveyed Reg i o n 
iiool students New 
tendon England 
Vermont 
196$ 



Data 
Collection 
Teclinlque 
Group- 
admin, 
anonymous 
questionnaire 



Number of 

Respondents 

Urban Schools: 2191 

Rural Schools: 852 



Total 
Sex 



Non-Users 
Urban Rural 



75.8 



Percentage of Respondents 

Admitted Drug Users 
Urban Rural 
7.1 5.0 



80.6 



Potential Drug Users 
Urban Rural 



Male 


71.5 


78*8 


9.7 


J6.3 


18.8 


14.9 


Female 


80.2 


82.2 


4.4 


4.0 


15.4 


- 13.8 


Class Standing 










19.6 




Top 


73.5 


83.1 


6.9 


4.6 


12.2 


Middle 


76.1 


79.0 


7.5 * 


5.3 


16.4 


15.7 


Lower 


76.4 


73.5 


6.6 


8.8 


17.0 


17.6 


Grade 












14.0 


Sophomore 


77.5 


80.7 


4.7 


5". 3 


17.7 


Junior 


76.1 


79.6 


6.7 


5.7 


17.1 


14.6 


Senior 


73.9 


80.9 


9.7 


3.7 


16.4 


15.3 


Socioeconomic 














Status 














High 1 


74.8 


75.5 


7.7 


6.4 


17.5 


18.2 


2 


74.3 


70.0 


9.2 


8.8 


16.4 


21.2 


3 


78.2 


» 84.0 


5.1> 


4.? 


16.3 


11.7 


Low 4 


83.3 


90.9 


^.8 


1.5 


11.9 


7.6 


Education of 














Parent (Father) 










15.6 


11.0 


Grade School 


79.3 


85.6 


5.1 


3.4 


Kigh School 


78.6 


81.7 


5.6 


4.9 


15.8 


13.4 


College 


69.7 


74.7 


10.6 fc 


6.6 


° 19.7 


18.8 



ICE 

Patrick J.; Stetfenhagen, Ronald A,; and Levine, Bruce L. , 
ty of Drug Use Patterns of High School Students in tt.e State 
it." Drug Dependence and Abuse Resource Book , Chicago, 
pistrict Attorneys Association, 1971, pp. 275-280. 



NOTES 

The data tabulated above have been obtained ft on Table 1 in this paper by 
calculating the percentages with reference to the total number in each classi- 
fication . While the paper refers to "drug users", the only drug specifically 
referred to is marijuana. Thus,- "adoltted drug users" are those who admitted 
to using marijuana. "Potential drug users" are those who admitted to the 
possibility of using drugs if the opportunity were available. This group 
is not included in "nor -users". 

The objective of this study was to obtain an estimate of Mrug usag* by 
high school students in Vermont by surveying all high school students in one 
countv. Chittenden County was selected as representative of both the rural 
and urban areas of the state. In all of the. public high schools in the county, 
all members of the sophomore, Junior, and senloi classes were surveyed on the 
same day without prior announcement. 

The survey Included aneurctlc index, and a major finding of the study la 
th<it drug use is significantly associated with emotional instability. 




Populat ion Su rveyed 

Students in all 
public high schools 
(18) in the city oi 
Portland and metro- 
politan Multnomah 
County, Oregon. 
' Sprint, 1968 



Coog. 
RejUon 

! k ai it it 



Community 
blzo.,(poi») 

City and 

County 

(555,700) 



Data 

Collection 
Tcc,hni r q»r_ 



Number of 
Respondents^ 



Verbal Instruction^ M* 
and simultaneous 
screen prcscata- 365 
tlon made by s>^r 363 
veyor and question- 329 
nalrc for recording 285 
of answers by stu- 
dents 



378 
365 
299 
299 



Percentage of Respondents i 
Marl jnana Hallucinogens Amphetamines Cocaine Barbiturates 



Scdati 
Tranqu 



ishqen 
>homo?e 



Ever Used: 
Freshrsen 
Sophomores 
Juniors 
Seniors 

Frctyicncy of 
use: 

1-5 tines* 
Frcsht 
Soph 
Juniors 
Sen lors 

6-15 tlocs: 
Freshmen 
Sophomores 
Juniors 
c «niors • 

16+ times: 
Freshnen 
Sophomores 
Juniors 
Sen lors 



M* 


F* 


M 


F 


M 


F 


M 


F 


M 


F 


M 


7.6 


3.4 


4 . 9 


2 . 1 


O 'ft 
7 • 0 


7 . 4 


2 . 6 


0. 6 


5. 7 


3 . 4 


17.8 


14.6 


9.0 


7. 1 


>. 0 


11.3 


12 3 


2.4 


1 • 9 


* 8 • 5 


9.0 


19.1 


20. 1 


9. 3 


8.8 


3. 7 


13.9 




1 . 8 




7 . 9 


11.4 


20. 3 


24.9 


12.1 


7.1 


2.0 


14.0 


13.1 


3.9 


0.7 


9.5 


7.7 


22^ 




2 . 6 


3 . 8 


1 3 


6.6 


5 . 8 


1 . 6 


0. 3 


4 . 4 


2 . 9 


14.0 




3.0 


5.5 


4.6 


6.6 


l.U 


1.6 


1.4 


6.3 


o'.B 


15^ 


8.8 


4.3 


5.2 


3.0 


8.2 


11.4 


1.5 


1.0 


6. 1 


9.4 


17.0 


13.3 


7.4 


4.6 


uo 


9.1 


8.4 


2.8 


0.7 


6.0 


5.0 


16.8 


3.0 


0. 3 


0. 8 


0 0 


1.6 


1*. 1 


0. S 


0.0 


0.5 


0.0 


2.7 


1 . 4 


2.7 


0.0 


0.5 


3.1 


2.2 


0.0 


0.5 


1.4 


1. 1 


2^5 


5.8 


1.0 


1.5 


0.7 


3.6 


1.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1.2 


1.0 


2.4 


4.9 


1.7 


1.8 


0.7 


•2.1 


3.0 


o.> 


0.0 


1.4 


2.0 


3.2 


1.6 


0.5 


0.3 


0.8 


1.6 


0.5 


0.5 


0.3 


0.8 


0.5 


1.1 


3.0 


3.3 


1.6 


0.5 


1.6 


2.7 


1 0.8 


0.0 


0.8 


1.1 


1.4 


5.5 


4.0 


2.i 


0.0 


2.1 


1.7 


0.3 


0.0 


0.6 


1.0 


0.9 


6\ 7 


3.0 


0.7 


0.3 


2.8 


1.7 


0.4 


0.0 


2.1 


0.7 


2.5 



M denotes Male respondents. 
F denotes Fcoale respondents. 




t C. ; Donnelly, John H. ; Scheble, Robert; Wine, Richard L.; and Wcltoan, Morris, 
Adolescent Drug Use 1 — Sex and Grade Distribution'*. American Journal of Publ ic 
. 61, So. 12, pp. 2418-2432, Deceaber 1971. 



A systematic 10 percent saople (total size: 3,476) was drawn from I 
community's 18 public high schools. It should be noted that the data c: 
the responses of 2.63^ or 77.2 percent of the total saaple. Of the rei 
who failed to identify their sex and /or grade and were therefore excludi 
The balance of 724 were discarded fron the'data analysis for such reasoi 
tlons were not answered on the questionnaire; absent from school; preset 
to report for the survey; present in school but failed to return the qui 
the survey, the surveyor discussed the study carefully with the respond' 
„ tlons, reassured thea of their right of non-cooperation in any manner, t 
anonymity. The author. In a private communication, 'has elaborated on tl 
the anonymity of the respondents. There is no doubt that the students ' 
not be**identff led wUh their answer sheets. 

Included In Che "survey were data on those respondents wh6 had never 
upon which the study was based and those who fell. Into the "no response 
category was generally one percent or less of the respondents for each < 
- r ■■ ,1 V 



Ceog. 
Region 

F.«lSt 
North 
Contral 



Commun 1 ty 
Size (pop) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 



Percentage of. Respondents 



City (717,000) Questionnaire 



Population Surveyed 

Students in six senior 
high schools In the 
metropolitan area of 
Milwaukee, Wisconsin. 
(Date not Klven) 

REFERENCE 

Jackson, Basil; Lnnge, Robert W. , and Lehman, Robert p.. "Teenage Drug Abuse In Middle 
Class Milwaukee". Wisconsin Medical Journal* Vol. 71, pp. 210-212. September 1972. 



Saople 






Halluci- 




Amphet- 


Barbi- 








Size * 


Usage 


Marijuana 


nogens 


MDA 


amines 


turates 


Cocaine 


Codeine. 


OpJ 


6,041 


Once 


5.1 


2.1 


1.2 


2.8 


3.0 


0.9 


1.6 


1. 


Occasional 


5.6 


2.5 


0.8 


3.2 


2.5 


0.7 


1.2 


1. 




Often 


3.6 


1.0 


0. 3 


0.8 


0.6 


0.1 


0.1 


0. 




Regular 


4.3 


0.8 


0.2 


0.8 


0.5 


0.3 


0.3 


0. 




Total 


18.6 


6.4 


S2.5 


7.6 


6.6 


2.0 


3.2 


4. 






MOTES 

















ERIC 



The ujagc categories cited abov* are defined In the Paper as follow* 

Occasional: once a month or less frequently, 
Of^en: at lc.tst twice a month, but not weeklyi 
Regular: at least once a week. 

As a result of Its being more restricted than originally planned, this t 
drug picture In the entire nctronolltan area of Milwaukee, but pertains 
middle, and upper middle class at the time of the survey. Anonymity of t 
served, and checks were made on the reliability and validity of the resu 



91 



Itcn No. 50 



Data 

Collection 
Te chn ique 



Ntiwber of 
Rej^>oj» dents 



M* 



City and Verbal instruction 
County and sinultaneous 

(555,700) screen presenta- 
tion txndc by sur- 
veyor and question* 
nalre for recording 285 
of answers by stu- 
dents 



365 
363 
329 



378 
365 
299 
299 



Percentage of Respondents 



Sedatives and 



Ever Used: 
Froshoen 
Sophoaorcs 
Juniors 
Seniors 

Frequency of 
use: 

1-5 tiaes: 
Freshaen 
Sophonores 
Juniors 
Se night 

6-15 tines: 
Freshmen 
Sophceores 
Juniors 
Seniors 

16+ tiacs: 
Frcshnen 
Sophonores 
Juniors 
Seniors 



r ohn H. ; Scheblc 
fse I — Sex and 
2418-2432, bee ci 



Robert, Wine, Richard L. . and Weltnan, Morris, 
Grade Distribution". Acer lean Journal of Public 
taber 1971. 



<5> 



Mari j 


uana 


Halluclno 


gens 


Aaphetaaincs 


Cocaine 


Barbjti 


iratcs 


Tranqu 


ilizers 


Narcotics 


1 "taljfttC 


M* 


F* 


M 


F 


M 


F 


M F 


M 


F 


M 




M F 


H F 


7.6 
14.6 
20.1 
24.9 


3.4 
9.0 
9.3 
12.1 


4.9 
7.1 
8.8 
7.1 


2.1 
5.6 
3.7 
2.0 


9.8 
U.J 
13.9 
14.0 


7.4 
12.3 
14.1 
13.1 


2.6 0.6 
2.4 1.9 

1.8 1.0 

3.9 0.7 


5.7 
8.5 
7.9 
9.5 


3.4 
9.0 
11.4 
7.7 


17.8 
19.1 
20.3 
22.5 


16.1 
25.2 
34.1 
29.1 


7.7 7.1 

3.7 9.9 

8.8 10.6 
9.5 6.3 


14.7 10.5 
18.7 10.2 
13.6 7.4 
12.3 2.0 



3.0 
10.2 

8.8 
13.3 



3.0 
1.4 
5.6 
4.9 



1.6 
3.0 
5.5 
6.7 



2.6 
3.0 
4.3 
7.4 

0.3 
2.7 
1 0 
1.7 



0.5 
3.3 
4.0 
3.0 



3.8 
5.5 
5.2 
4.6 

0.8 
0.0 
J. 5 
1.8 



0.3 
1.6 
2.1 
0.7 



1.3 
4.6 
3.0 
1.0 



0.0 
0.5 
0.7 
0.7 



0.8 
0.5 
0.0 
0.3 



6.6 
6.6 
8.2 
9.1 

1.6 
3.1 
3.6 
2.1 

1.6 
1.6 
2.1 

2.8 



5.8 
7.4 
11.4 
8.4 

1.1 
2.2 
1.0 
3.0 

0.5 
2.7 
1.7 
1.7 



1.6 
1.6 
1.5 
2.8 

0.5 
0.0 
0.0 
0.7 

0.5 
0.8 
0.3 
0.4 



0.3 
1.4 
1.0 
0.7 

0.0 
0.5 
0.0 
0.0 

0.3 
0.0 
0.0 
0.0 



4.4 


2 9 


14.0 


12.5 


5.5 


5.8 


9.0 


8.2 


6.3 


6.8 


1S,2 


20.0 


6.9 


7.4 


12.1 


8.3 


6.1 


9.4 


17.0 


26.8 


6.7 


9.0 


11.2 


6.7 


6.0 


5.0 


16.8 


21.4 


5.6 


5.0 


8.0 


2.0 


0.5 


0.0 


2.7 


1.8 


1.9 


0.5 


1.6 


1.3 


1.4 


1.1 


2.5 


2.7 


1.4 




2.5 


«1.4 


1.2 


1.0 


2.4 


5.3 


1.2 


1.3 


0.9 


0.0 


1.4 


2.0 


3.2* 


3.7 


2.5 


1.0 


2.5 


0.0 


0.8 


0.5 


1.1 


1.8 


0.3 


0.8 


4.1 


1.0 


0.8 


1.1 


1.4 


2.5 


1.4 


1.1 


4.1 


0.5 


0.6 


1.0 


0.9 


2.0 


0.9 


0.3 


1.5 


0.7 


2.1 


0.7 


2.5 


4.0 


1.4 


0.3 


1.8 


0.0 



* M denotes Male respondents. 
F denotes Fecal e respondents. 

NOTES # 

. A systematic 10 percent sample (total size: 3,476) was drawn fro* the nanes on rosters of the^ 
coaaunity's 18 public high schools. It should be noted that the data cl " V!°™ wLr^we ™ 
the responses of 2,683, or 77.2 percent of the total saaple Of the renaming 93, there were 69 
who failed to identify their sex and/or grade and were therefore excluded from J***"*™ 1 ^; 
The balance of 724 were discarded froa the data analysis for such reasons «: four or «orc «uc 0 
tions were not answered on the questionnaire; absent froo school; present n school but ^iled 
to Report for the survey; present in school but failed to return the questionnaire. conducting 
he survey, the surveyor discussed the study carefully with the respondents, answered heir ques- 
tions, reassured Chen of their light of non-cooperation in any nanner, and guaranteed then full 
.anonyaity. The author, in a private con«uni cation, has elaborated on the « epa taken to 
the anonyaity of the respondents. There is no doubt that the students «re wsre that they could 
not be Identified with their answer sheets. _ ^ ^ ^ q( ^ flub8tancc8 

The "no response*' 
ion of drug use. 

j gory • — **' **- ■ --- 



l' l lUl'IUIlICU w*m - 

Inc'uded In the survey were data on those respondents 
upon which the study was based and those who fell into the "no response 
category was generally one percent or less of the responded i for each classif lcatio 



I ten No. si 



ion 



irth 
ntral 



CoiOTuiity 
Sj ze V pop) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique* 



City (717,^00) Questionnaire 



Saaplc 
Size . 

6,04V- 




Marijuana 

5.1 
5.6 
3.6 
4.3 
18.6 



Percentage of Respondents 



Halluci- 




Amphet- 


Barbi- 


Cocaine 


nogens 




amines.. 


turates 


2.1 


1.2 


2.8 


3.0 


0.9 


?.5 


0.8 


3.2 


2.5 


0.7 


1.0 


0.3 


0.8 


0.6 


0.1 


0.8 


0.2 


0.8 


0.5 


0.3 


6.4 


2.5 


7.6 


6.6 


2.0 







Hard 






Codeine 


OpJ.ua 


Narcotics 


Catnip 


Sins. 


1.6 


1.8 


0.8 


1.4 


2.3 


1.2 


1.8 


0.7 


0.4 


0.6 


0.1 


0.3 


0.4 


o'.i 


0.2 


0.3 


0.5 


0.3 


0.2 


0.4 


3.2 


4.4 


2.2 


2.1 


3.5 



rt W. , and I <*haan, 
,n Medical Journa 1 » 



Robert P., "Teenage Drug Abuse In Middle 
Vol. 71, pp. 210-212, September 1972. 




MOTES 



The rfsage categories clte^ above are defined in the paper as follows: 
Occasional: once a month or le^s frequently, 
Often: at least twice a oonth, but not weekly, 
Regular: at least once a week. 



As a result of its being more restricted than originally planned, this survey does not portray the 
dru« picture «n the entire netropolltan area of Milwaukee, but pertains to the picture in the 
aiddle and upper alddle class at the tiae of the survey. Anonyaity of the respondents was pre- 
served, and checks were made on the reliability and validity of the results. 



0 



(leog. 

West 

South 

Central 



Population Survt ycd 

Students 'in Grades 5 ( 
and 6 in Alief Inde- 
pendent School Dis- 
trict in Harris 
County, Texas. 
(Date not given) 



REFERENCE ^ 

Hays, J. Ray and Vinburn, Michael 0 , 
Suburban School Setting", journal of 



Data 

Collection 
Tech nique 

19-itcm 

self-admin. 

questionnaire 
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Drug Abuse Among Elementary School Students in a 
Drug Educ ation. Vui 2, No. «, pp. 355-360, Winter 1972. 



Ever Used 
Cr. 5 
Cr. 6 

Overall 



Marijuana 
M* F* 



Percentage of Respondents 
LSD Pills 
M F M F 



4.0 
2.2 



2.8 
0.0 



0.0 
2.2 



2.8 
O.O 



12. 5 

'9.7 



8.8 
11.7 



2.4 



1.6 



9.8 



* M denotes Male respondents. 
F dtfnotcs Fcnale respondents. 

NOTES 

These data are presented by the authors as preliminary results of I 
ing whether there should be a further investigation of drug use in elei 
cluster sample of fifth and sixth grade homerooms was used. The it cos 
together with a summary of the responses, arc given in the paper. Bee 
sampling procedure and administration of the survey instrument by the i 
percentages cannot be extrapolated to the clcacntary school population 
whole. Precautions were taken to ensure the anonymity of each student 
that they could not be identified individually. "Pills" (authors' ten 
category representing the Dedication with which young people first comi 
No details were given regarding what was included in the categories of 



Community 
Size (pop) 

* City (11,000) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Questionnaire 



Percentage of Respondents 



Sample 
Size 

250 



Population Surveyed 

Student body in Sat ick 
High School and one 
Junior High School, 
Natick, Massachusetts 
(Year not stated) 



REFERENCE 

Gelinca'i, Victor A.. Pear sj 11, Doris 1., Cjcp, J*»y M. . and /„.iks. Linda A., Report of the 
Natick Youth Study. A Prof lie of students ot Nine ThrjUfth Twelve . Mioeo, 12 p., 

Division oi Drug m iiJDlii lalion, Dep.trt04.nl of Mental Health, conoonweaith of Massachusetts, 
April 1972. 



Marijuana 
34 



Amphet- 
amines 



Barbi- 
turates 



Narcotics 
-Heroin Other 



Ever Used 
Cr. 12 
Gr. 11 
Cr. 10 
Cr. 9 
Now Using 

NOTES, 

The above is a cospilation of the quantitative information on drug 
The category "Ever Used" refers to any use during the previous year. N 
the selection of the sample, except the statement that it was a scienti 
sample comprising ten percent of the student body. The authors state t 
proven in setfen other studios and is being employed in a statewide stud 
itself is not given in the report. Anonymity of the respondents was pr 



Population Surveyed 

All students in three 
homeroom classes 
(Cradcs 9, 11-12) 
and in one special 
class of 12th gibers 
in a high school 
north of Y'ew Haven, 
Connecticut. (Date 
not given) 



Geog. Community 
Region Type 

Northeast Suburban 



Data 

Collection 
Tec h ni que 

Self-admin, 
questionnaire 



REFERENCE 



Hatched, VI Hiaa foster, "Who Use Drug* 
ft— H of School Health . Vor.-XLI, No. I 

/eric 9;, 




Size baers 
68 Sample A (homerooms): 
13 Saeplc S (special class): 



Sacplc A 
Saeple S 



udy in a 
90-93, Febr. 



ban Public High School" 
y 1971- 



Marijuana 
22.1 



1.5 



LSD 
4.4 



Percentage of Respondents 
Other 

Methedrlne Amp he t . Tranquiliz ers 



4.4 



7.4 



5.9 



92.3 46.2 69.2 38. « 30.8 15. 

(Figures for Sample S reflect. the fact that most of the drug takers used 



Marijuana 



LSD 



Median Frequency ok Use (Number of Times) 
K * Methedrlne. or Amphetamines 



12 1 2 

200 10 , 70 

(These data pertain to drug users, not to qhc whole samples.) 
NOTES " * 

The students in Sanple A were considered by the author to be "avera 
Sample S were identified by the author as having good native academic a 
achievement. The author made every effort/ to safeguard the students' p 
format of the questionnaire and its method of admin i|Witalon, an d in hi 
the students remain anonymous to him.' 7 '4 * 



Itca Ko. 52 



C«og. 

Region 

Vest 

South 
Central 



Cooounity 
Type 

Suburban 



Data 

Col lect ion 
Technique \. 

19-item 
sol f-adain. 
questionnaire 
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Uchacl C, "Drug Abuse Aaong Elementary School Students In a 
Journal of Drug Education . Vol. 2. No.. 4, pp. 355-360, Winter 1972. 



Mari tuana 
M* F* 



Percentage of Respond ents 
LSD Pills 
M F M F 



Solvents 
M F 



Ever Used 
Cr. 5 
Gr. 6 

Overall 



4.0 
2.2 



2. a 
0.0 



0.0 
2.2 



2.8 
0.0 



12.5 
9.7 



8.0 
11.7 



-24.0 
19.5 



24.2 
29.4 



2.4 1.6 

* M denotes Male respondents. 
F denotes Fcaalc respondents. 



23.8 



NOTES 



TlK.se data arc presented by the authors as prcliainary results of a pilot study for dctcrmin- 

- * * * *- - 1 -— - — * --" 1 - A randoa 



in* whether there should be a further investigation of drug use in elementary schoo a 
cluster saaplc of fifth and sixth grade homerooms was used. The items on the questionnaire, 
together with a suamarv of the responses, are given In the paper. Because of the sample size, 
saapling procedure and' administration of the survey instrument by the classroon teacher, the 
percentages cannot be extrapolated to the elenentary school population of Harris County as a 
whole. Precautions were -aken to ensure the anonyaity of each student and to assure the stu 
that they could not be identified Individually. "PilU" (authors 4 terminology) is a generic 
gory representing the medication with which young people first coec in contact In the Iiom 
etails were given regarding what was included in the categories of 'solvents or pills . 



catc: 
No d 



I tea No. 53 



CoESiinity 
City (31.000) 



Data 

Collection 
Te chnique 

Questionnaire 



Saaple 
Size 

250 



Perce nt age of Respondents 



Ever Used 
Cr. 12 
Cr. 11 
Cr. 10 
Cr. 9 

Now Using 



Marijuana LSD 
34 8 



Aapnet- 
amlncs 



Barbi- 
turates 



Narcotics 
Heroin ■ Other 



Clue 
4 



Any 
Dru£ 

36 
45 
34 
35 
30 
24 



111, Doris T. f Caap, Jov M. ; and Zaks. Linda A., Report of the 
file of Students Crudes Nine T hrough Twelve , Miaeo, 12 p., 
itlon, Department of Mental Health, Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 



The above is a compilation of the quantitative information oi drug use found n this report. 
The category "Ever Used" refers to any use during the previous year. No information is given on 
the selection of the saaplc. except the statement that it was a scientifically designed randoa 
saaple comprising ten percent of the student body. The authors state tnat the questionnaire was 
proven in seven other studies and !s being employed in a statewide study. The questionnaire 

Anonymity of the respondents was preserved. 



proven in seven 
itself Is not given in the report 



j Data 
Community Collection 
Type Technique 



ist Suburban 



Sel i -admin, 
quest ionnair** 



U s ers 

Saaple A (hoaerooxs): 
Saaple S (special class) 



Sample A 
Saaplc S 



i Use Drugs'* A Study in a Suburban Public High School". The 
r~ ~ pp. 90-93, February 1971. 



ERIG 



Marihuana Hashish LSD 
22.1 1.5 4.4 



Percentage of Respondents 
Other 

Methedrine Aaphct . Tranquilizers Hero in Clue 



Item No. 54 



Unspcc. 
Other 



4.4 



7.4 



5.9 



1.5 



2.9 



92.3 46.2 69.2 38.5 30.8 15.4 15.4 

(Figures for Sample S reflect the fact that aost of the drug takers used a variety of drugs.) 



Mari 1 uana 



M edian Frequency of Use (Number of Tines) 
LSD Met hedrlnc or Anphctataines 



12 1 2 

200 10 70 

(These d.ira pertain to drug users, not to the whole saaples.) 



NOTES 



i 



The students in Saaple A were considered t>y the author to be "average", while those in 
Saaple S were identified by the author as having good native acadealc ability but low academic 
a<.hievccent. The author made every effort to safeguard the students' privacy both in the 
format of the questionnaire and its method of admini|tjat*on, and in his insistence that ^ 
the students remain anonymous to his. \J* 



9,j 



Ceog. 

Population Surveyed Region 

High school students South 

in a small Mississippi 

cottsunity 

(Date not given) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique, 
Group-admin, 
questionnaire 



REFERENCE , 

Clobetti, Gerald and Brigance. Roy S., "The Use and 
Norma e of Drugs Among High School Students in a 
Snail Rural Coaaunlty." Journal of Drug Education , 
Vol. 1. No. 4, pp. 317-322, Decoder 1971. 



Percentage of Respondents 



Marijuana LSD Amphetamines Tranquilizers Opiates 
Ever Used 9 1 7 5 0 



Glue 



NOTES 



Cited above are the principal data on the use of drugs found in this paper. Several 
black and white students are noted. Effects of faaily variables and Yeliglon are dlscu 

The sample was chosen randomly from students in grades nine through twelve. Qucstio 
to groups of 25, and complete anonymity of the respondents was assured. 



9,; 



9ti 



Ites V> ^ 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
Croup-admln. 
questionnaire 



Saaplc 
Site 
458 



Ever Used 



Percentage of Respondents 



Ha rljuun a LSI) Aaphctaalnc* Tranquil Iters ORl»t? s 

— o — ~T 7 * 0 



Glur yiif lir£ 
12 



Roy S., "The Use and 
chool Students In * 
mtl of Drug Education , 
December 1971. 



KOTES 



Cited above are the principal data on the use of drug, found In this paper. Several dlMerence, 
»d Id uhi o students are noted. Effects of faally variables and religion are discard. 
*tL st^e^as ctsen "ndoaly fro, students In grades nine through twelve. Questionnaire ver. 



black 

The saaplc »* s .« — — - ✓ , , 

to groups of 25. and coaplete anonvmlty of the respondents was assured. 



Several dlMerences b«rtw*-on 

ad-i^lMf-red 



ERLC 



APPENDIX C 

ABSTRACTS 
SURVEYS OF UNIVERSITY POPULATIONS 
ITEM i;OS. 56-73 



9/ 




9« 



Percentage of Responded 



Population Surveyed 
Several classes of 
students attending 
a lecture course ih 
■\k»v*anse and 
tlellcquncy" at a 
Stitc-suvpcted 
unUcrsKy 
February 1970 
M-y 1S7i 



Ceog. 

R egion 

Mld- 

At lan tic 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
Sclf-adnln. 
questionnaire 



Nurfcer of 
Respondents 
1970: 565 
1971: 400 



Ever Trying 1970 

Trying During 
Six-Month Period 
1970 
1971 



Marijua na LSD 
72 23 



70 
79 



18 
32 



DMT 



PET 
4 



Amphetamines 
29 



21 
26 



Mcthedrtne 
9 



Barbiturates 
4 14 



9 
19 



EE>-TPE5CK 

*wJc, rtUh. "Irv.idi in ColUgt Drug Use: Report From 
One Caapiw." Procce^lngi of the First International 
Conference on Student Trug Surveys. Newark, Xew Jersey, 
September 12-15, 1971, ?o. 123-127, published, 1972 by 
Bayvood Publishing Coapany, 45 Central Drive, 
FarclngJale, K*v York 11735. 



The data tabulated above arc found in Table 2 in this paper. The slx-raonth period refers to 
the survey. The data for marijuana arc broken down by several categories of frequency of use in 
Since the saac students were not involved in the two surveys (1970 and 1971), the data arc, as th 
exploratory In nature rather than definitive. 



Pop a let Surveyed 

All 5S9 lav students and 
359 r>cdi'.tl stndaacs 
tt tend las Y$\o 
vntvcrsK'/ irv Fall xW. 



Ocog. 
Rag ion 

Northeast 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Hail 
questionnaire 



Number of 
Respondents. 

221 
188 



Ever Used 

Law Students 
Medical Students 



Percentag< 

Marl luana 1~ 

73.3 6, 
68.1 " ?, 



SMby Andrew S. ; Lxcb, Julian; and Schwartz, Arthur H. , "Comparative Study of the 
F«ychis3cUl Correlates of Drug Use Anon? Medical and Law Students. Journal o f 
Vol. 47, So. 9, pp. 717-723, September 1972. 



NOTES 1 
Cited above are the data on in\ 
found in this paper. It is report 
LSD or amphetamines had also used nj 
percent of both groups had used narj 
tines. Only 5 students In the enti 
more than 10 times. The chief concj 
with psychosocial correlates of druj 
religious, social and professional j 



9 

ERIC 



9a 



I tea No, 56 



Data 

Collection 
Technique* 
Self-adsln. 
ntic questlonualre 



Number of 
Respondents 
1970: 565 
1971: A00 



Ever Trying 1970 

Trying During 
Six-Month Period 
1970 
1971 



70 
79 



DMT 
or 



Marijua na Ls\ DET Amphetamines Methedrlnc Barblturatea Cocaine Oj>lua Heroin 



23 \ 4 



18 
32 



20 



21 

26 



5 



9 
19 



U 

15 



5 
11 



>llege DrugL Use: Report From 
>f the Flr& International 
Surveys, Newark, New Jersey, 
123-127, published, 1972 by 
43 Central Drive, 
|J5. 



NOTES 

The data tabulated above are found lr. Table 2 In this paper. The six-month period rcfe' s to the sfx-no:iths prior to 
the survey The data for aarijua:ia are broken down by several categories of frequency of use in Table 1 In the paper. 
Since the same students were not Involved In the two surveys (1970 and 1971), thu data arc, as the author has stated, 
exploratory In nature rather than definitive. 



Item No. 



Population Surveyed 

All 589 lav students and 
359 oedlcat students 
attending Yaje 
University in roll 1970. 



Northeast 



Data 

Col lection 
Technique 

Mall 
questionnaire 



Number of 
Respondents 

221 
188 



Evei Used 

Law Students 
Medical Students 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana LSD Amphetamines. 



73.3 
68.1 



6.8 
9.5 



7.7 
7,0 



REFERENCE 



Slaby Andrew F..; Lleb, Julian; and Schwartz, Arthur H 
Psychosocial Correlates of Drug Use Among Medical and Lav Students 
Medical Education, Vol. 47, So. 9, pp. 717-723, Septecbcr 1972 



Comparative Study of the 
Journal of 



NOTES 

Cited above arc the dnta on incidence of drug u3c 
found ln'thls paper. It is reported that every user of 
^LSD or amphetamines had also used marijuana. Over 35 
percent of both groups had used warljuana oore than 10 
tines. Only 5 students In the entire sample had uaeJ LSD 
more than 10 times. The chief concern In this paper is 
with psychosocial correlates of drug use (political, 
religious, social and professional attitudes and practices). 




Population Surveyed 

Undergraduate stu- 
dents in health 
education classes 
at five universi- 
ties. Fall 1970 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

tfrcstlonnaire 



Sample 
Size 

201 

200 
220 
178 
132 



University 

Arizona State 
Penn State * 
Univ. of Tenn. 
Northern. Colorado U. 
N'.Y. State U. Genesco 



Marijuana LSD Mescaline DMT MDA 
. I 

49 5 10 

38 9 li 

33 6 ,7' 

37 11 12 

.28 2 2 



Air- 
plane 
Clue _ 



Morning 

Glory 

Seeds 



Percentage of Respondents 



Synth. 
THC 



Nut- 



Barblt. Tranq. Aaphet. Stei 



REFERENCE 

Toohey, Jack V., "An Analysis of Drug Use Behavior at Five Aaerican Universities'* 
Journal of School Health . Vol. XLI, No. *>. pp. 4.64-468., November 1971. 



1 


1 


1 


1 


4 


<1 


15 


6 


20 


1 


1 


1 


1 


1 


2* 


12 


11 


28 


1 


2 


<1 


2 


3 


2 


9 


8 


32 


2 


2 


4 


2 


2 


7 


8 


4 


6 


1 










1 


6 


7 


12 



NOTES 

The figures cited above pertain to percentages of students who hai 
time. Also given in the paper are data on frequency of marijuana use 
marijuana. No details are given on the questionnaire or the way in wh 



Population Surveyed ' 

Students at four nodical 
schools in different 
geographic regions. 
Spring 1970. 



REFERENCES 



Ceog. 
Region 

West Coast 
Midwest 

Eastern Seaboard 



Percentage of Respondents 



Collection • 


Sample 




School A 


School 


Technique 


Size 




(N-213). , 


<N-2*6) 


Mail 


1,063 


Have used marijuana in the past 


70 


17 


questionnaire 




Using marijuana currently 




6 






Present during marijuana use 


85 


35 






Present during marijuana use but abstained 


15 


19 






Never used it 


30 


84 






Never exposed to it 


15 


65 



S< 

13 



ll] Mpp. Martin R. , Benson, Samuel G. , and T-'^r, Zebulon, "Marijuana Use by Medical 
Students". American Journal of Psychiatry . Vol. 128, No. 2, pp. 207-212, August 1971. 

(2) Lipp, Martin; Tinklenberg, Jared; Benson, Satwel; Kelges, Frederick; Taintor, Zebulon; 
and Peterson, Margaret, "Medical Student Use of Marijuana, Alcohol, and Cigarettes: A 
Study of Four Schools". The International Journal of the Addictions , Vol. 7, No, 1, 
pp. 141-152, 1972. ^ < 



NOTES 

Summarized above arc the data on marijuana usi and exposure to 
two papers, which are based on the saae study. Respondents were strl 
schools are not identified. The overall rate of return of questional 
between schools from a low of 57 percent to a high of 65 percent. 01 
medical opinions concerning marijuana and the relationship of those 
valued sources of Information on marijuana, and projected future use 
[2j are data on use of alcohol and cigarettes. A significant part ol 
summarized by the statement: "If medical authorities can't convince 
B&rljuana is 'a dangerous drug', then persuading the population at ll 
X 





Data 










Geog. 


Collection 


Sanplc 






1967 


Region 


Technique 


Sizes 






Freshmen 
Males Females 


North 


Questionnaire 


1967: 


4,183 






Central 




1968: 


2,496 


Current users 


3.1 2.6 






1969: ■ 


1,128 


Ex users 


5.9 3.9 






1970: 


2,517 


Ever uied 


7.9 



Population Surveye d 

Students who registered foi the first 
time at the University of Minnesota 
in the* fall of 1967— minus dropouts 
plus transfer students— as the group 
progressed through four years at the 
university. 1967-1970. 

REFERENCE 

Dvorak, Edward J., "A Longitudinal 1lud> uf Nonmedical Drug Use Among University Students 
A Brief Sunr-aty". Journal of the ^ncrlcin Allege Health Association . Vol. 20. No. 3, 
pp. 212-215 » February 1972. 



Percentage of Respondents 
Nonmedical Use of~Drugs 

1968 —1969 
Sophomores Juniors 
Males Female s Males Females 



8.6 
16.1 



7.1 
IS. 3 



14.2 
19.9 



9.5 
19.8 



23.6 



32.1 



NOTES 

Cited above are the data on the incidence of nonmedical drug use p' 
this paper. The reference "nonmedical use" is to one or more of such d 
barbiturates t and ataphetamines. Data arc not tabulated separately for 
a brief discussion of trends which were observed (decreasing use of LSD 
use of peycte and the hard narcotics) . The Surveys were based on systel 
effort was made to insure anonymity and Confidentiality. A special fea' 
longitudinal nature, and particularly notable is the trend of increasing 
years. 




101 



lection 
hnlque 

•donna ire 



Sample 
Size 

201 
200 
220 
178 
132 



University Mart) nana LSD Mescaline DMT MDA 



Arizona State 


49 


5 


10 


Penn Stat" 


38 


9 


li 


Univ. of Tenn. 


' 33 


6 


7 


Northern Colorado U. 


37 


11 


12 


N.Y. State U. Ccneseo 


28 


2 


2 





Air- 




plane 


MDA 


Clue 


1 


1 


I 


1 


2 


<1 


2 


4 



Percentage of Respondents 



Item No* 58 



Tranq. Amphet. Steroids Cocaine Morphine Heroin 



<1 


15 


6 


20 


2 


2 


2 


12 


11 


28 


<1 


3 


2 


9 


8 


32 




2 


7 


8 


4 


6 


2 


4 


1 


6 


7 


12 







lysis rf Drug Use 8chavior at Five American Universities". The 
Vol. XLI, No. 9, pp. 464-468, November 1971. 



The figures cited above pertain to percentages of students who have used the drug at least one 
time. Also given in the paper are data on frequency of marijuana use *mong students that use 
wrijuana. No details are given on the questionnaire or the way in which it was administered. 



Item No. 59 



Ceog. 
Region 

Vest Coast 
Midwest 

Eastern Seaboard 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Mall 

questionnaire 



Sample 
Size 

1,063 



nson, Samuel C. ; and Taintor, Zebulon, "Marijuana Use by Medical 
f m.il of P chiatry , Vol. 128, No. 2, pp. 207-212, August 1971. 
enberg, Jared; Benson, Samuel; Mclgcs, Frederick; Taintor, Zebulon; 
•Medical Student Use of Marijuana, Alcohol, and Cigarettes' A 
The International Journal of the Addictions , Vol. 7, No. 1, 



Percentage of Respondents 
School A School B 
1N-213) (N-226) 



70 
44 
85 
15 
30 
15 



17 
6 
35 
19 
84 
65 



School C 
(N-367J _ 

63 
42 
88 
20 
32 
12 



School D 
{N«251) _ 

46 
26 
74 
28 
54 
26 



Total 
(N-10S7_) 

50 
30 
70 
21 
50 
30 



Have used marijuana in the past 
Using marijuana currently 
Present during marijuana use 
Present during marijuana use but abstained 
Never used lc 
Never exposed to it 

1 NOTES 

SummarUed above arc the data on marijuana use and exposure to marijuana use found in these 
two' papeZ which are oascd on the same study. Respondents were strictly anonymous and the 
schools arc not identified. The overall rate o "turn of ques ionna 

sss sr^^-ii^-* "Sti^i^Le <^^^ ln 



for the first 
if Minnesota 
lus dropouts 
-as the group 

years at the 



Coog. 
Region 

Korth 
C^nt ral 



Data 

Collcctioo 
Technique 

Questionnaire 



Sample 
Sizes 

1967: 
1968: 
1969: 
1970: 



4,183 
2,496 
1,128 
2,517 



Current users 
Ex users 



Ever used 



1967 
Freshmen 
Males F emales 



3.1 
5.9 



2.6 
3.9 



7.9 



P ercentage of Respondents 
"" Nonmedical Use of Drugs 

1968 
Sophomores 
Males Females. 



8.6 
16.1 



7.1 
15.3 



23.6 



1969 
Juniors 
Males Females 



14.2 
19.9 



19.8 



32.1 



Item No. 60 



1970 
Seniors 
Males Fenal cs 



20.3 - 
25.0 



18.5 
27.9 



45.8 



Dngitudinal Study of Nonmedical Drug Use Anong University Students-- 
a l of the American College Hea lth Association, Vol. 20, No. 3, 
972. 



NOTES ' , , . 4 „ 

Cited above are the data on the incidence of nonmedi jai»JI« 
this Paper. The reference "nonmedical use' i. to, one or ™ ™ J*^* K/drug., but th « c ls 
barbiturates, and amphetamines. Data are not e f "J"^a^«r«e of WD -nd amphetamines, increasing 

years. 
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106 



lOo 



Population Surveyed 

Frcshacn at the University 
of Houston, Texas (U.H.)« 
Freshscn at the University 
of Georgia, Athens, Ceorgia 
(U.Ca.). 
1970. 



Ceog. 
Region 

West South 
Central 
South Atl. 



Co disunity 
Type (Pop.) 

Metropolitan 
(l 4 678,OO0) 
Saall City 
(44,000)\ 



Data 

Collection 
Techniqu e 

Social 

Attitude 

Questionnaire 




* significant at the .05 levePof confidence 
** significant at the .02 level of» confidence 
*** significant at the .01 level of confidence 





PercentaRe o 
U.H. 


Have used drugs - am still using them 
Have used drugs - might use them again 
Have used drugs - not using them again 
Have not used drugs - might try them 
Have not used drugs - not going to use them 


9 
11 
9 
8 

63 


How often do you use drugs? 

not at all 

once_a month or less 
~~ twice a month 

once a week 

twice a week or more 


78 
7 
4 
4 
5 


Not used barbiturates in last 6 months 


92 


Used marijuana 10 or more times in last 6 months 


13 


Not used LSD in last 6 months 


91 


Not used opiates in last 6 months 


96 


Not used stimulants in the last 6 months 


86 


First used drugs at age 16 or younger 


IS 



Boardaan, William K. , "Comparison of Drug Attitudes of College Freshmen: Metropo 
Area Vs. University Community Setting". 10 p.; Paper presented at the Southwestern 
IXsychological Association Convention, San Antonio, Texas, April 29 - Hay 1, 1971. 
(ED 051 535). 



NOTES 

Cited above are the data pertaining to the use of drugs fouxv 
Item Nos. 27, 33, 52, 55, 56, 58, 59, and 63). The respondents w 
to be representative of freshmen at the two universities and to b 
terms of demographic and social characteristics. Anonymity of thi 
The main concern of the study was the comparison of the responses 
Questionnaire between the two groups, one in a metropolitan envir 
small isolated community. The findings do not suggest a direct r 
use reported by freshmen and their location. 



Population Surveyed 

Undergraduate students at a 
large private residential 
university in the weste* 
Spring 1969. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

'ntervlew and 
questionnaire 



Sample 
Site 

Kales: 150 
Females: 51 
Total: 201 



One or more times 

Freshmen \ 

Sophomores 

Jun lors 

Seniors 

Total 
Comparative data 

1968 

1966-67 



60 
75 
78 
■ 79 
72 



Percentage of Resj 
Mar ljuana 
Females 



47 
73 
54 
80 
61 



3dm 



Total 



56 

75 i 

80 

6? | 

57 | 

2i j 



R EFERENCE 

Garfield* Emily F. » Borelng, Michael L. , and Smith, Jean Paul, "Marijuana Use on a Campus: 

Spring, 1969". The International Journal of the Addictions , Vol. 6, No. 3, pp. 487-491, 
September 1971. 



NOTES ] 
Summarized above are the data on marijuana use found in thi« 
responding "yes" to the question: "Have you ever tried LSD?" Aj 
graduates was drawn from the registrar's list. The response rati 
resulting sample of 201 constituted 3.4 percent of the population 
up study at the same university, thus providing an opportunity tq 
(qee comparative data cited above). The paper includes some datl 
use, reasons for terminating marijuana use, and career indecision 



Ccog. 
Reftton 

Vest South 
Cential 
South Atl. 



Community 
Type (Pop.) 

Metropolitan 
(1,678,000) 
Small City 
(44,000) 



Data 

Collection Sample 
Technique Sizes 



Social 481 CJ.H.) 

Attitude 

Questionnaire 470 (U.Ga.) 



* significant at the .05 level of confidence 
** significant at the .02 level of confidence 
*** significant at the .01 level of confidence 



Somparison of Drug Attitudes of College Freshmen. Metropolitan 
kunlty Setting". 10 p.; Paper presented at the Southwestern 
to Convention, San Antonio, Texas, April 29 - May l r 1971. 



T 



Data 

Collection Sample 
Technique Size 

Interview and. Males: 150 

questionnaire. F.emales: 51 

Total: 201 



ing, Michael L. , and Smith, Jean Paul, "Marijuana Use on a Campus. 
mat tonal Journal of the Addictions , Vol. 6, No. 3, pp. 487-491, 



9 

ERIC 



lOo 



Item No. 61 



Percentage of Respondents 



Have used drugs - an still using them 
Have used drugs - might use them again 
Have used drugs -not using them again 
Have not used drugs - might try them 
Have not used drugs - not going to use them 

How often do you use drugs? 
not at all 

once a month or less 
twice a month 
once a week 
twice a week or more 

Sot used barbiturates in last 6 months 

Used marijuana 10 or more times in last 6 months 

Not used LSD in last 6 months 

Net used opiates in last 6 months 

Sot used stimulants in the last 6 months 

First used drugs at age 16 or younger> 

NOTES 

Cited above are the data pertaining to the use of drugs found in this report (Table 2, 
Item Nos. 27, 32, 52, 55, 56, 58, 59, and 63). The respondents were considered by the author 
to be representative of freshmen at the two universities and to be similar and homogeneous in 
terms of demographic and social characteristics. Anonymity of the individuals was preserved. 
The main concern of the study was the comparison of the responses on the Social Attitude 
(Questionnaire between the two grou. s, ere in a metropolitan environment, the other In a 
fttall Isolated community. The findings do not suggest a direct relationship between drug 
jse reported by freshmen and their location. <, 



U.1L U.Ca. 

9 15* 

11 17*** 

9 5 

8 8 

63 55*** 

78 70*** 

7 12 

4 * 6 

4 6 

5 5 
92 92 
13 1,9* 
91 96*** 
96 98 
86 80*** 
15 9** 



Item No. 62 

Percentage of Respondents 



Marijuana LSD 

Usage Males Females Total 

One or more times 

Freshmen 60 47 56 

Sophomores 75 - 73 75 

Juniors 78 54 71 

Seniors 79 80 80 

Total 72 61 69 7 

Comparative data 

1968 57 

1966-67 . 21 



NOTES 

Summarized above are the data on marijuana' use found in this paper, plus the percentage 
responding "yes" to the question. "Have you eve; tried LSD?*' A random sample of 205 under- 
graduates was drawn from the registrar's list. The response rate was 98 percent and the 
resulting sample of 201 constituted 3.4 percent of the population. This was a second follow- 
up study at the same university, thus providing an opportunity to look at longitudinal data 
(see comparative data cited above). The paper includes some data on fre<J«ency of marijuana 
use, reasons for terminating marijuana use, and career indeeision in relation to marijuana use. 



I tea No. 63 



Ceog. 

Reg ion 

Now 

England 



Data 

Collection 

Technique 

Interview 



Percentage oi Respondents 



Population Surveyed 
Feaalc graduate 
students in a 
residence at Yale 
University 
April-May, 1969 

REFERENCE 



Ford, Beryl l. t '/illegal Drug Use in a Student 
Population." The Medical Journal of Australia , 
pp. 309-313, August 7, 1971. 



Sanple 
JUc. 
131 



Population Surveyed 

Student body at a coeducational , 
liberal arts, church-related 
college located in a central 
nidwest coonunity of 2500 
population. 
Spring 1969. 



UmENCF. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Sl-itoa 
sclf-adain. 
quest ionnalrc 



Current Users 
Former Users 
Tried Once 

Total Users 



Marijuan a 
16.8 
11.4 
9.2 
37.4 



6.9 
26.0 



2.3 



0.0 



Summarized above are the data on extent of illegal drug use found in this oap«r. 
tern "st imulants" refers to "stimulant pills for slimming or staying awake". 

The sanplc Included graduate students who were under 30 years of age and had taken 
their undergraduate degrees in a wide variety of U. S. colleges. The eligible populate 
consisted of 150 students. The data were collected in personal interviews in which the 
interviewer marked a prccoded questionnaire. Confidentiality of the Individual respond) 
was maintained. 



Samp It- 
Size 



239 



McCain, Minta J.; Crupp, Stanley, E.; and Schtsitt, Rayuond L. , "Marijuana Use in a Snail 



College: A Midwest Example" 
pp. 463-485, September 1971. 



The International Journal of the Addictions, Vol. t>, No*. 3, 



Percentage of Re 
Marllu 



11 

4 
2 
2 

<1 
6 

26 



Estlaated Number of T Iocs Use d 

Once or twice 
Three to five tiaos 
Six to nine tines 
Ten to fourteen times 
Fifteen to nineteen tiaes 
Twe.ity times or t*>ro 
Total 

NOTES 

The data cited above have been inferred, as percentages of the 
from data given, in Table 1 in the paper. A simple randoa sample of 
indicated population. The response rate was 79.7 percent and the f 
percent of the population. Yhc questionnaire is appended to the pa 
of aarijuana use arc given. The discussion includes consideration 
actcrlstics of aarijuana users as compared to those of non-users, p 
use, and response to student use of marijuana. 



Population St rv cyed 

College and graduate 
students of a aidole 
Atlantic state 
University 
May 1969 



Ceog. 
Region 

Mid- 
Atl 



Data 

Col lection 
Technique 

220-1 tea 
self-adain. 
question- 
naire 



6,110 



922 



Class of 
Student 

Under- 
graduate 



Degree of Use 

Occasional 

Regular 

Extreme 



Occasional 

Regular 

Extreac 



REFERENCE 

Anker, Jeffrey L. , Mllaan, Doris H., Kahan, Stuart A-i and Valcntl, Carlo, "Drug Usage 
.ind Ki'iatcu Patterns of Behavior in University Students. 1. Ccneral Survey and Marihuana 
lae. Journal of the American College Health Association , Vol. 19, No, 3, pp. 178-186, 
February 1971. 




I'M 



Percentage of Respondents 
Ma r 1] ua n a Hashish I SP Aaphetaalnes Barbiturates Heroin 0 



12.6 
6.3 
3.6 



24.2 
8.2 
1.7 



NOTES 



10.4 3.1 
4.1 0.8 
2.0 0.1 



14.3 2.7 
2.0 0.0 
0.4 0.0 



8.1 
1.5 

0.8 



9.9 
1.7 
0.5 



3.2 
0.5 
0.2 



3.9 
0.4 
0.1 



0.4 
<0.1 
<0.1 



Mnsuf f icient quantity of data 



The data Llted above have been inferred, as percentages of the t 
froa data given In the paper. The questionnaire was administered to 
at the undergraduate schools, simultaneously on each of several caap 
population at each school was surveyed, about 20 percent of the grad 
veyed by nail. Appropriate steps were taken to preserve the anonynl 
The degrees of use cited above are defined In the paper as follows: 
Occasional: once and once per month or lesst 
Regular: twice per month to twice per week, and 
Extreac: more than twice per week. 



I ten No. 63 



Surveyed 
duate 
n a 

st Yale 
1969 



Ceog. 

Region 

New 

England 



Data 

Collection 

Technique 

Interview 



Sample 
Size 



I., "Illegal Drug Use in a Student 
The Medical Journal of Austrolla . 
3, August 7, 1971. 



P ercentage^ oi_ Responde nt a 



Current Users 
Former Users 
Tried Once 

Tot«l Users 



NOTES 



M arijuana 
16.3 
11.4 
9.2 
37.4 



LSD 



Stimulants 
6.9 
26.0 

32.9 



Heroin 



0.0 



Summarized above arc the data on extent of Illegal druB usj found in this paper. The 
U»ra "stimulants" refers to "stimulant pills for sliming or staying awake . 

The saaplc included graduate students who were under 30 yeai s of age and had taken 
their undergraduate degrees in a wide variety of U. S. colleges. The eligible population 
consisted of 150 students. The data were collected in personal interviews in which the 
interviewer marked a prccoded questionnaire. Confidentiality of the individual respondents 
was maintained. 



lonul , 

Id 

ll 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

51-1 ten 
self -a Join, 
questionnaire 



Sample 
Sl?c 



Item No. 64 



Percentage of Respondents 



Estimated Number of Times Used 


Harlluana 


Once or twice 


ll 


Three to five times 


4 


Six to nine tines 


2 


Ten to fourteen times 


2 


Fifteen to nineteen times 


<l 


Twenty times or more 


6 


Total 


26 



tanley, E. ; and Schaitt, Raymond U, "Marijuana Use in a .small 
The International Journal of the Addictions, Vol. 6, No. 3, 



NOTES 

The data cited above have been , inferred » as percentages of the total number of respondents, 
from data given in Table I in the paper. A simple random - sample of 300 was drawn from -bo 
indicated population. The response rate was 79.7 percent and the final saoplc of 239 was 47.8 
percent of the population. The questionnaire is appended to the paper. Some data on frequency 
of marijuana use arc given. The discussion includes consideration of the personal-social char- 
acteristics of marijuana users as compared to those of* non-users, perceived risks of marijuana 
use, and response to student use of marijuana. 



Nuaber of 



Class of 



Percentage of Respondents 



I tea No. 65 



Technique 


Respondents 


Student 


DeRrec of Use 


Mar Huana 


Hashish 


LSD 


Amphetanincs 


Barbiturates 


Heroin 


Opium 


Cocaine 


Clue 


220-1 tern 


6,110 


Under- 


Occasional 


12 6 


10.4 


3.1 


8.1 


3.2 


0.4 


5.2 


0.9 


0.7 


self-admin. 


graduate 


Regular 


6.3 


4.1 


0.8 


1.5 


0.5 


<0.1 


0.9 


<0.* 


<0.l 


question- 




ExtrcBC 


3.6 


20 


0.1 


0.8 


0.2 


<0.l 


0.3 


<0.l 


o.i 


naire 




























922 


Graduate 


Occasion.! 1 


24.2 


14.3 


2.7 


9.9 


3.9 


* 


2.1 


* 










Regular 


3.2 


2.0 


0.0 


1.7 


0.4 


* 


0.1 




* 








Extreme 


1.7 


0.4 


0.0 


0.5 


0.1 


* 


0.0 


* 


* 



bria H.. Kahan, Stuart A.; and Valenti, ^rlo, "Drjg I'sage 
vior in Univeroity Students. I. General Survey and Marihuana 
an College Health Association. Vol. 19, No. 1, pp, 178-186, 



NOTES 



Mnsuff icient quantity of data 



The data cited above have been inferred, as percentages of the total number of respondents, 
from data given in the paper. The questionnaire was adainistercd to randomly selected classes 
at the undergraduate schools, simultaneously on each of several campuses. The entire graduate 
population at each school was surveyed, about 20 percent of the graduate students being sur- 
veyed by mail. Appropriate steps were taken to preserve the anonymity of the respondents. 
.The degrees of use cited above are defined in the paper as follows: 
> Occasional: ence and once per month or le»s. 

Regular: twice per month to twice per week, and 
Extreme: more than twice per week. 



lUu 



10 



Population Surveyed Region 

Female residents in the Auburn East 

University women's dormitories, South 

Fall .Quarter, 1968. Central 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Urine samples 

analyzed by 

thin layer and gas 

chromatographic 

techniques 



Sanple 
Size 

109 (A) 
108 (B) 
95 (C) 



Barber, Josephine M. and Means, Richard K. , "Amphetamine Use Among College Women". The 
Journal of School Health . Vol. XLI, So. 4, pp. 205-208, April 1971. 



Percentage cf Res po ndents 
Aspr)ct"aoTnc » 

8.3 
2.7 
3.2 



NOTE S 

One of the highlights of this study vas the apv cation of laborato 
data collection. The authors state that a stratified random sample vas 
(N-12C). Specimens verc collected en three unannounced occasions: (A) 
of the quarter, (B) on a Monday ten days later, and (C) on a Friday dur 
examinations. Anonymity of the respondents vas maintained. Time, rac 
nent variables vere examined and differences vere found to be statistic 
The authors indicate that because of the planned and unplanned linitatl 
the paucity in the data. Indication of trends vas not advised. 



Percen tage of Respondents 



Population Surveyed 
College students in 
tltt metropolitan area 
of Denver-Boulder, 
Colorado 
Fall 1968 



Ceog. 
Rcsioi 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
35-1 tern 
mall ques- 
tionnaire 



Number of 
Respondents 
"26,111 
974 



Ever Used 
Original Survey 
Follow-Up 



Marijuana 
26 
33 



Hallucinogens 
LSD Other 
6 4 
9 <1 



Amphetamines 
14 
19 



Barbiturates 
10 
10 



Tr anquilizers 
10 
11 



Pcyote 
5 
9 



REFERENCE 

Barter, James T. • Mizner, Ceorge L. , and Verne, Paul H. , 
Patterns of Drug Use Among College Students tSe 
Denver-Boulder Metropolitan Area An .Epidemiological 
and Demographic Survey of Student Altitudes and Practices . 
SCID-TR-1, Final Report BMDD Contract No. J-68-51, Drug 
Control Division, Office of Scientific Support, Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs, U.-s. Department of Justice, 
Washington, D. C. 20537, September, 1971 (PB-205 002) * 



KOTES f 

bhown above are the basic data on the extent of Illegal drug use found In this report. They are 
tabulation «f responses to Ujbs 17 and 35 on the questionnaire (Appendix B for the original survey, A| 
the fuiiov-upi. The number for "Ever tsed" In each drug typt wan taken as the total users over the vai 
categories allowed in the questionnaire. 

Inis is a very extensive report (311 Pp-)» in which drug use is analyzed in a vide variety of vayi 
terms of users of amphetamines, marijuana, o* LSD (AML users). 




Data 

Collection 
Techniqu e 

Urine sasplcs 
analyzed by 
thin lavcr and gas 
chromatographic 
techniques ' 



Saeple 
Size 



109 (A) 
108 (B) 
9* (C) 



ins, Richard K. 
1. XLI, No. A, 



, "Amphetamine Use Among College Voaen' 
pp. 205-208, April 1971. 



10 



I ten No. 66 



Percentage cf Respondents 
Amphe t amines 

8.3 
2.7 
3.2 



NOTES 

One of the r hllghts of this study vas the application of laboratory analysis procedures In 
data col lectio? The authors state that a stratified random saaplo vas drawn froo the population 
(NM20). Sped s here collected on three unannounced occasions: (A) on a Friday near the first 
of the quarter, IB) on a Monday ten days later, and (C) on a Friday during the period of final ' 
examinations. Anonymity of the respondents was maintained. Time* rank, and school of enroll- 
oent variables were exaained and differences were found to be statistically non-signff leant. 
The authors Indicate that because of the planned and unplanned Hesitations of the study. Including 
the paucity In the data, indication of trends was not advised. 



Item No. 67 



«n 
its In 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
35-1 ten 
nail ques- 
tionnaire 



Number of 
Re spondents 
'26,111 

97.4 

\ 



leorge L. ; and Verne, Paul R. a 

College Students In the 
Area. An bpldeolologlca l 

tudent Attitudes and Practices . 
Contract No. J-b&->l t Drug , 

'Scientific Support a Bureau of 
fs, U. S. Department of Justice, 
jpteober, 1971 ($P-205 002) \ 



Ever Used 
Original Survey 
Follow-Up 



NOTES 



\ 

MarlJ 

26] 
3? 



uana 



Ha Hue InogenX 
LSD Other 
6 4 
9 <l 



Percentage of Respondents 



Aaphctaalnes 
14 

\ 19 



Sarblturatcu 
10 
10 



Tranquilizer 
10 
11 



Pcyote 
5 
9 



Narcotics 
2 
2 



uluc Sniffing 
2 
2 



\ 



Shown above arc the basic data on the extent of illegal drug use found in this report. They are taken froo the 
tabulation of responses to lt?ss 17 and 35 on the questionnaire (Appendix B for the original survey, Appendix c for 
the follow-up). The number for "Ever Used" in each drug type was taken ss the total us'.t? over the various use 
categories allowed in the questionnaire. 

This is a very extensive report (311 pp.). in which drug use is analyzed in a wide variety of ways, mainly in 
terms of users of amphetamines, marijuana, or LSD (AML users). 



\ 



ERIC 



Population Surveye d 

White student activists 
and nonvhftc sllitants 
At a Urge U.S. univer* 
sity. 

1968*1969 school year. 



REFEKESCE 



Ceog. 
Region 

Sot given 



Quest Ionnalre 

c 



R.i I toy, W .liter C. ana Kovd, Miry, "Differential Patterns of Drug Abuse -x>ng White 
Activists and Son white Militant College Student .s". T he in t ernet ion.il Jou thj 
Addictions , Vol. 7, No. 2. pp. 191-199, 1972. 



Lt hn 1 c l tv 


01 Us»e 


Caflnab 1 k 




White activist* 


Pegular 








J" Tr sjut.^ 




r» o 




Occasional 


s.o 






'.otal ^ 




*s ■) 


Nonwhlte 


Regular 


*»1 




■Hit nth ? 


Frequent 


22 7 




/ 


Occasional 


15.2, 




/ 


Total 


47.0^ 


» *> 1 


/ 


* Breakdown 


given 


I 



Ay^he taa 

4 



The data cited aboe 
1^0 and 6b respectively 
The ex'ent of ese are: 



F»f. 



lh« 



ata**-, »f tVr n 

*F«t. L-t I Initio 



Regular dally, ^ 

rrequent u*e; a«v«r^T tlaes/week ur -™ce/v*»ek. 
Occasional uaef about c>itce/v*nth or Ums oft** than vore/ac'sth 

"Cannabis" includes rurijuao* and/or hAvhi«.* , This a f >ll*i ft w4y 
intended to be repre*entar Ive of the college population. Hovrw * , th 
fairly represent At ive o< white %<t**t«t* and nor-whit* MlltfUs * 
Comparison of thest groups 1-* ihe aatn thru** of the 



Population Surveyed 

Student J attending the I'niversity 
of ViscOnsin-Mllvjukee. 
Feb. and Mar. 1968. 



Data 

Collect lor 
Technique 

60- It en mil 
quest ionnalre 



Saaple 
Site 

66* 



Pj^ect_ Expedience with M _ijr 1 j u~an % 

Current ut>ers 
Past user* 

Sonu^erijt but with previous upp^rtuMtv 
<->pport<>nitv 



H&fijua^ 

'<> 

2a 

*7 



Linn, Lawrence S.', "Social ldent 1*. icat '.on and the Use cf Marijuana*'. 
Journal of the Addict Ions , Vol. 6, So. 1, np. 79-107, March 1971. 



NOTES 

The Int«?rnat iqnal Cited above are the data or. exUnt el «■* -«f fwrt),.,*** i* this 

l.OfJO naae* was drawn by c caput* r fro* rrki^U4Ti n lt,t~> A , r»p T «f th« 
to the paper. Anonyml t v «f the respondent * va* f r***rve* It is Mated 
pleted quest Ionnalre* were returned. l-ut tt^ t * v *if a* If* h are Uxf ; mi a I 
The aaln concern of tM^ paprr 1* examination »l th«' io**Mp hetvurri 

vesent«> <uile£e students h^vf with their peel * a*d t>ejf »>ei(ree of expert 



Popu 1 a ti o n_ S ur veyed 

Students enrolled at 
University of Illinois 
at, Cnicago Circle. 
Spring Quarter 1966. 



REFERESCE 



Ceog. 

North 
Central 



D^ta 

Collection 
Technique ' 

66-lten 

sultiple-choice 
questionnaire 



Saapl** 
Size 



591 



Creenwald, B and Uetgert, M. J., "A Coapariso. 0 f Drug tSers* and Son-Users on an rrban 
Coosuter College Canp^is". t 'he Int* mat lonal Journal of 'th e Additions, Vol. 6, St . 1 
PP. 63-7d. March 1971. " " 




tver L'»ted 



HAliuJM7tM*n^ 



• 1)J 




i > 


It 




4 i 


20 




S 4 


n 




il 






) 


23 




- II • 


>24 




1 0 






25 '> 



SOTES 

The data cited above were Interred, a? t>r<e^tages cl tfte total i 
(59l>, froa figures given in Table i in the paper. so,tdeAt participant 
voluntary and anonyaous. A copy of the q'jteat io?in%ire 1* ap^eitde^ to t 
1* defined as anyone who has ever tried a«V f>ne of the hallux loosens, 
queb't ionnalre (question 15), hallucle^>en*v ii. the eoA*e» of thin sun 
ha<»hl»h, LS9 t sescallue. and peyote. The objertrive e» the *tudy was I 
the d/ug ujcr on the urban Allege caapuw Is ldent Hiabit^lrv ^ems of 
are not shared by the nen-u«irg»populatiorj. 



t&ftiv (en 



I ten No. 68 



; Data 










Percentage of 


Respondents 


• 


Geog. * * Collection 


Sample 


- — • 


Extent 










ReRlon ""Technique 


Slay _ 


Fthnicitv , 


of Use 


Cannabis 


» LSD-Tvpe Drugs 


Amphetamines 


Opiate 


Eot given Questionnaire 


20 


White activists 


Regfilar' 


25.0 




* 


" 






Frequent 


30.0 


15.0 




5.0. 








Occasional 


5.0 


30. C 


* * 


35.0 








Total 


60.0 


45.0 


65.0 


40.0 




66' 


Konwhite 


Regular 


9.1 


).5 


* 


3.0 






militants 


Frequent 


22.7 




* 


4.5 








Occasional 


15.2 


4.6 


* 


4.5 






/ 


Total 


47.0 


6*.l 


H.O 


12.0 








* Breakdown 


not given 









Mary, "Differential Pattern^ of Dru^ Abuse among White 
tant College Students". The International Journal t f the 
pp. J91-199, 1972. 



NOTES • 

The data citeu above have been inferred, as percentages of the nusbcrs of respondents 
(20 a..d 66 respectively; *roa figures given in this paper. Definitions of terms describing 
the extent of use are: 

Regular use: daily. 

Frequent use: several t ices /week or once/week. 

Occasional use: about once/nonth or less often than oocc/conth or not regularly. 

"Cannabis" includes marijuana and/or hashish. This was a pilot study, and the sample was not 
intended to be representative of the college population. However, th'e authors feci that It is 
fairly representative of white activists and nonwhite oilitants on a particular college campus. 
Comparison of these groups is the main thrust of the paper. 



Data 

Collection * 
Technique 

60- i tea oaf.l 
questionnaire 



Sample 
Size 



666 



hlrect Experience with Marijuana 

Current users 
Past users*' 

Nonusers but wich previous opportunity 
■Nonusers and no previous opportunity 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana ^ 

7 

6 
20 
67 



It era No. £9 



Identification and the Use of Marijuana" 
rol. 6, No. 1, pp. 79-107, March 1971. 



The International 



Ceog. 
Region 



North 
Central 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

66-1 ten 

multiple-choice 
questionnaire 



Sample 
Size 



591 



NOTES 

Cited above arc the dati on extent of use of marijuana found in this paper. A random sample of 
1,000 names was drawn by computer from registration lists. A copy of the questionnaire is appended 
to the paper. Anonymity of the respondents was preserved. It is stated in the text that 704 com- 
pleted questionnaires were returned, but the tabulations are based on a total of 666 respondents. 
The main concern of this paper is examination of the relationship between the types oi social invol- 
vements college students have with their peers and their degree of expedience with marijuana. 



Ever Used 
Age: <_18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
>24 
Total . 



Item No. 70 



Percentage of Respondents 
Hallucinogens 



1.2 
4.1 
5.9 
5.1 
3.2 
1.0 
3.0 
23.5' 



M. J, t A Comparison of Drug Users and Non-Users on an Urban The data cited above were inferred, as percentages of the total number of respondents 

International J*»rn>l nf rhc Addictions , Vol. 6, No. 1. '591), from figures given in Table 1 in the paper. Student participation in the survey was 

voluntary and anonymous. A copy of the questionnaire is appended to the paper. A drug user 
it f \ v «rf 18 defined as anyone who has over tried any one of the hallucinogens. According to the 

J ' J ^ questionnaire (question 35), hallucinogens in the context of this survey included marijuana, 

, i/^v w t hashish, LSD. mescaline, and peyote» The objective of the study Vas to determine whether 
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the drug user on the urban college campus is identifiablc^iiy terns of certain traits which 
are not shared by the non-using population. JL ) %) 



Hi 



Population Surveyed 

Craduate students at a 
large state university 
in the southeastern U.S. 
(Date not given) (1] 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview and 
questionnaire 



Sasple 
Size 



Interview and 
questionnaire 



Questionnaire 



18* 



Users 

Never used carljuaqa " 
Discontinued use of carijuan* 
Continuing use of oar i J carta 

Users 

Used marijuana 
Never used marijuana 



374 



Users 

Experimented with oarijuana 
Continued use of carijuana 
Never used marijuana 



Voaen students ac a 
large coeducational 
state university „in the 
southeastern U.S. 
(Date not givsn) (2] 

Undergraduates at a 
large coeducational * 
state university in the 
southeastern U.S. 
(Date not given) (3] 

REFERENCES 

(1] Rouse, Beatrice A. and Eving, John A., "Marijuana and Other Drug Use by Craduate and 
Professional Students". Aaerlcan Journal of Psychiatry . Vol. 129, No. 4, PP- 415-420. 
October 1972. " . 

12! Rouse, Beatrice A. and Eving, John A., "Marijuana and Other Drug Use by Voxen College 
Students: Associated Risk- Taking and Coping ActivAties". Aaerlcan Tournal of Psychiatry . 
Vol. 130, No. 4, pp» 436-490, April 1973. * 

131 Rouse, Beatrice A. and Eving, John , "Student Drug Use, Risk-Talcing and Alienation". 
MlCiO, 12 p., prcacnted at the Aaerlcan Psychiatric Association 1973 Annual Meeting, 
i(ay 7-11, Honolulu, Hawaii. Journal of the Aaerlcan College Health Association. 1974, 
(in press) 



Percentage of ZizyorAczl* 
Asphet- Tr&c "S'eepisg 
LSD Mescaline asir.es qa lll*ers. Fill* Sed*tH 





31 




4 


3 


17 




Men 


'Woyn 


Overal 1 










64 


f 2 


69 










is 


20 


"2 










10 


8 


9 












26 




2 


3 


12 


- i7 












24 


26 












6 


13 




36 




10 




22 




Men 


Voaen 


Overall 










17 


9 


u , 


0 




20 




38 


29 


. 35 


28 




50 




45 


62 


51 , 






3 





10 
17 
11 



13 
24 
7 



Suaaarized above are the data on the extent of drug use found in the* 
figures are based on random sasples froa the Indicated Relations. The i 
pectivcly, 85 percent, 92 percent, and 83 percent. The tern "U»crs" refe 
reported taking the indicated drug at least once in the past year. Other 
sarijuana only. The students were separated in [1] by graduate group (he 
acadealc vo»en), but the numbers vere so snail that percentages vere not 
Other topics discussed In these papers include sources of drug Inforaatio 
of oarijuana use, frequency of alcohol use by aariju^na groups, experlenc 
various psycho-social and health aspects of drug use. Users and nonusers 
pared in terns of their bickgrpunds, attitudes, risk-taking and desired < 
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i 




111 . 



ICS 

flection 
ic hnlqu* ^ 

Itirvlcv and . 



itervlev and 
:e«tior.raire 



Saaple 
Size 



15* 



Users 

Scycr :•*<*} sarijuaac 
Discontinued use ot oarijuana 
ContisyinaJ use of csriju9n.« 

i*s«?r * 

v^ed saf ijuan*" 
Xever~used uari^icns 



Percentage of Respondents 
Asphct- Iran- Sleeping 
LSD Mescaline taiga* qullize rs Pills 



11 

Meu W ^ften Ov-jall 



.64 
26 
10 



72 
20 
8 

26 



11 
9 



17 



12 

24 



17 
26 
13 



10 
17 
U 



Iten No. 71 

S»dativec H erein Cocaine OpUo 
<1 <1 



MStionnslrc 



i'4 Users 

Exp*rtatnt?d with aarljuana 
Continued u*»t: of aarljuana 
Never u**d marijuana 



36 
Vopcn 
9 
2? 
62 



U 
35 
51 



10 



22 

20 
50 
3 



14 

13 
24 
7 



0 
14 



ing, John A., "Marijuana and Other Drug Ustf by Graduate and 
an Journal of Psvohlatry , Vol. 129, So. 4, p?. 415-420. 

lftg, John A., •'Marijuana and Other Drug Use by Wooen College 
ing and Coping Activities". Aaerlcan J ournal of Psychiatry, 
AprU 1973. 

Sag, John "Student Drug Use, Risk-Taking and Alienation**. 
American .Psychiatric Association 1973 Annual Uecting, 
our ml i» the Aaerlcan College He alth Association^ 1974 



Sumarited abova are the data on the extent of drug us« fo«r., 



in these thtvc papirs. Al J 
fi S ureriie~oased on randoo sanples frea the indicated population. T*r r^sjons^ rites ver», res- 
t>«ctivly 85 percent, 92 percent, and 8) percent. The tarts "User** refers to all students who 
reported taking the indicated drug at least once in the past year. Ota** !>rcaV-tfovns pertain to 
oarijuana only. The students were separated in [11 by graduate group (health, lnw, academic aci, 
acadeaic voacn), but the jiuabers were so snail that percentages «ro not calculated for the groups. 
Other topics discussed in these papers include sources of diug information, frequency and dJsofri 
of sarijuana use.^rvquency of alcohol use by aarljuana gronps, experiences with oari;uaaa, end 
various psycho-socia* ir.ci health aspects of drug use. Users and nonuscrs of aarljuana were cot- 
P*red in teres of their backgrounds, attitudes, risk-taking and desired experiences. 
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.. Population Surveyed 

178 students In college 
psychology courses 
(Date not giver.) 



REFERENCE 



Ceog. 
Region 

(not 
given) 



Data 

Collect len 
T echnique 

Questionnaire 



Number of 
Respo ndents 

178 
(91 males, 
57 fcsmles) 



Cross. 'Herbert J and Davis. Urj, L. , "College Students' Adjustment and Frequency of 
^jrijeana Use"- Journal of Co»aisellrg Psychology . Vol. 19, So. 1» pi>. 65-67, 1972. 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana 

Adamant notuwers 22 
*ifc>nnsers 21 4 

Tasters 24 
Recreations! users IS 
Regular u/crs 17 

NOTES 

Cited above arc the data on five categories »of marijuana users 
respondents were volunteers from psychology courses. Adamant nonus< 
using a drug and state that drug use should be prohibited. Nonuser< 
using a dtug but have not actually done so. Tasters use marijuana J 
Recreational users use marijuana from one to four times per month, 
"tore tfun once a week. The main concern in this paper is with mal«U 
the Rotter Incomplete Scorcnccs Blank. Haladjuscment scores and fr« 
to be unrelated, although the very heaviest drug users were more mal 



PcrcentaRc of Respond! 



Population Survey ed 

Senior sedlcal classes at one 
Canadian (Ontario) and one U.S. 
(California) university, 
(Date not given) 



Data 

Collection 
feihnlqur t — 

Questionnaire 



Sample 
Size 

Ontario: 149 
California: 85 



RSr'KRKN CE 

SnlMrsh. Lionel P., Vetnstcck, S. Joseph. Saunders, C. Scott; and lngerleider 4 J. Thomas. 

"Attitudes of Medical Studonts Toward Cannabis". Journal of the American Medical 

Association* Vol. 217, No. 10, pp. 1371-1372, September 6, 1971. 



Cannabis 



Calii 
Samp! 



" Ontario 
Extent of Use Sample 

Never 57 

Once or more (not in last 6 mo.) 16 

Infrequently (in last 6 mo.) 14 

About monthly 10 

About weekly 2 

About daily 1 f 

NOTES 

Summarized above are the data on the extent of cannabis ul 
Cannabis was defined as "intended to include marijuana, hashlsl 
derived from the hemp plant" .~ The Ontario class had an enrol 11 
present on the day the questionnaire was distributed, and 149 1 
The California class had an enrollment of 113; 86 were present 
vas distributed, and 85 responses were returned. The paper ln( 
of use of caffeine, alcohol, and tobacco, and a discussion of 4 
toward cannabis use. 
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Data 

Collect loft Number of* 

Technique Responden ts 

Questionnaire 178 

(?I males, 
87 ferules) 



Cary "foll*ge Students' Adjustment and Frequency of 
I Counseling Pjviholngv . Vol. H t K-? 1, pp 65-67, 1972. 



Data 

Collection Sample 
Technique Size 

one Questionnaire Ontario: 149 

U.S. California: 85 



ock, S. Joseph, Saundeis, C. Scott, and Ungerlelder, J. Thomas, 
ents Toward Cannabis"* Journal of the American Medical 
10, pp. 1371-1372, September 6, 1971. 
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Item No. , 72 



4 

Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana 

Adaecnr nonueera 
Xonysers 
Tas'urs 

Kcm rational users 
Regaiar user» 

NOTES 

Cited above are the data on five categories of marijuana users found in this paper. The 
respondents were volunteers from psychology courses* Adamant nonusers have never considered 
using a drug and state that- drug use should be prohibited. Nonusers have seriously considered 
using a drug but have not actually done so. Tasters use marijuana less than once per month. 
Recreational users use marijuana from one to four times per month. Regular users use marijuana 
c^re than onc<* a week. The main concern in this pp?er Is with maladjustment, as measured by 
Jhe Rotter Incomplete Sentences Blank. Maladjustment scores and frequency of use were found 
to Li? unrelated, although the very heaviest drug users were more maladjusted. 



22 
21 
24 
15 
17 



Item No. 73 

Percentage of Respondents 
Cannabis 





Ontario 


California 


Extent of Use 

t 


Sample 


Sample 


Never 


57 


* 27 * 


Once or more (not In last 6 mo.) 


a 


29 


Infrequently (in last 6 mo.) 


u 


2 


About monthly 


10 


23 


About weekly „ 


2 


17 


About dally 


1 


- 1 



t 

NOTES 



Summarized above are the data on the extent of cannabis use found in this paper. 
Cannabis vas defined att "intended to Include marijuana, hashish, and related products 
derived from the heap plant". The Ontario class had an enrollment of 185; 150 were 
present on the day the questionnaire was distributed, a$d 149 responses were returned. 
The California class had an enrollment of 113; 86 were present on the day the questionnaire 
was distributed, and 85 responses were returned. The paper Includes data on the extent 
of use of caffeine, alcohol, and tobacco, and a discussion of attitudes of the students 
toward cannabis uso. 
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APPENDIX D 

* - 

ABSTRACTS 
SURVEYS OF OTHER POPULATIONS 
ITEM NOS. 74-98 



llo 



Data 

Population Ceog. Col lection Sample 
Surveyed Re r Ion Technique Size _ 



Residents 
of the 
state of 
South 
Carolina 
age 14 ■ • 
years and 
above • 
July 14- 
Augus t 1 , 
1973. 



South 
Atl. 



Interview 



2500 



IJevcr Used 
Former User 
User^ Sot Current 
Current User 
No Data 

Regular Users 
Total 

Males: Total 
Age: 14-17 
18-24 
2$«-34 
35-49 

50 and over 

Females: Total 
Age: 14-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 

50 and over 

Male high school students 
Female high school students 
Male college students 
Feoale college students 
Males employed 
Fenalos employed 
" \. Males unemployed 
Females unemployed 

Black 
White 

All other/No Data 

Socioeconomic Status 
Upper or upper middle 
Middle 
Lover 
No Data 



Hnri'Juana/ 




Psy cliotogens 


Mcthedrlnc/ 




Hash lsh 


LSD 


other than LSD 


Me th amphetamine 


Heroin 


91.1 


97.4 


97. 1 


97.5 


98.2 


3.6 


1.0 


1. 2 


0.9 


0.2 


1.6 


0.3 


0.3 


0.4 


0.1 


2.6 


0.1 


0.2 


0*2 




1.1 


1.2 


1.2 


1.0 


1.5 


2.9 ■ 


0.2 


0.2 


0.3 


<0.1 


2.2 


0.2 


0.2 


0.3 


<0.1 


0.3 


0.1 


0.1 


0.1 


<0.1 


1.5 


<0.1 


0. 1 


0.2 




0.4 


0.1 


0.1 


0.1 





o.e 
o.i 

0.4 

o.i 



0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 
1.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 

0.4 
2.5 



0.3 
2.1 
0.4 
0.1 



<0.1 

0.1 
0.1 

0*2 



<0.1 
0.1 
0.1 



<0.1 
<0.1 



<0.1 

<0.1 
<0.1 
0.1 



0.2 



<0.1 
0.2 



<0.I 
<0.1 
0.3 



0.3 



<0.1 
0.3 
<0.1 



<0.1 



<0.1 



<0.1 



REFERENCE 

Chambers, Carl D. i Inciardl, James A.; 
Slegal, Harvev A.; and Conway, William 
S. , An Assessment of the Incidence 
and Prevalence of Drug and Alcohol 
Use Within the General Population of 
the State of South Carolina . Resource 
Planning Corporation, Washington, 
D. C, Miami, Florida, and White 
Plains, New York, August 1973. 



NOTES 

Summarized above are the data on the use of illegal drugs found in this report. The pr« 
dataware from Tables 43, 47, 51, 55, 59, 63, and 67. Former users have not use ^ ^he drug in 
users, not current have used the drug during the past six nonths but not within the pas 30 
have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users include all current users, plu* 

have used the drug on a daily basis. , 

The breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics is based on data found in 
60, 64, and 68 in the report. The figures cited above are percentages of the total base pop! 
whereas those in the report are percentages of the regular users in each drug category. All 
rounded to the nearest tenth of one percent. Thus the notation "<0.1" denotes a result whic 
percent. Any failure of the percentages in the various categories to add precisely to the U 

is due to rounding error. t a , . ..... <t*„»\ 

The data cited above were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probability sampling) 
possible to estimate the sanpllng error or to obtain confidence intervals for the J™"""*; 
state that the figures they have given for each drug type must be viewed as minimal project* 



Item No. 2i 



la t ion 
yed 

dents 
he 

of 

lina 
14 

s and 

14- 

i«t 1 



Data 

Ccog. Collection Saaplc 
Region Technique _ Sl2C _ 



South 
Atl. 



Interview 



2500 



"ever Used 
Former User 
User, Not Current 
Current User 
No D3ta 

Regular Users 
Total 



Marihuana/ 
Hashish 

91.1 
3.6 . 
1.6 
2.6 
1.1 



Males: Total 
Age: 14-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 

50 and over 

Fcnales: Total 
Age: 14-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 

50 and over 

Male high school students 
Female high school students 
Male college students* 
Fenale college students 
Males eaployed j 
Fcnales employed I 
Hales unemployed 
Fcnales unemployed 

Black 
White 

All other/No Data 

Socioeconomic Status 
Upper or upper aiddle 
Middle 
Lower 
No Data 



2.9 

2.2 
0.3 
1.5 
0.4 



LSD 

97.4 
1.0 
0.3 
0.1 
1.2 



0.2 

0.2 
0.1 
<0. 1 
0.1 



Projected Percentage of Populatio n 
Paychotogens Methedrlne/ 
other than LSD Methamphet amine Heroin Cocaine 



0.6 
0.1 
0.4 
0.1 



0.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 
1.3 
0.2 
0.3 
0.1 

0.4 
2.5 



0.3 
2.1 
0.4 
0.1 



'0.1 



0. 1 
0.1 



0.2 



<0. 1 
0.1 
0.1 



97.1 
1.2 
0.3 
0.2 
1.2 

0.2 

0.2 
0.1 
0.1 
0.1 



<0.1 
<0.1 



<0. 1 

<0.L 
<0.1 
0.1 



0.2 



<0.1 
0.2 



97.5 
0.9 
0.4 
0.2 
1.0 

0.3 

0.3 
0.1 
0.2 
0.1 



<0.1 
<0.1 
0.3 



0.3 



<0.1 
0.3 
<0.1 



98.2 
0.2 
0.1 

1.5 

<0.1 

<0.1 
<0.1 



96.8 
1.3 
0.3 

<0.1 
1.6 

0.1 
<0.1 

<0.1 



<0.1 
<0.1 
^0.1 



<0.1 
<0.1 



<0.1 
<0.1 



Solvents/ 
Inhalants 

98.5 

0.3 
<0.1 
<0.1 

1.2 . 



<0.1 

<0.1 
<0.1 



<0.1 

<0.1 0.1 



<0. 1 

<0.1 <0. 1 



<0.1 
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nu icq 

Su^arlzed above arc the data on the us e of Illegal drugs found in this report The pr^^ - tojMjJJi 
data are fron Tables 43, 47, 51, 55, 59. 63, and 67. Fonner users have not "" d <*% d ^ 0 n d ^. P ^ ™ t users 
users, not current have used the drug during the past six months but not with ln Repast 30 days an 
have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users Include all current users, plus users, 

h8V<! rhfbreaVd^ of regular use^'by denographlc characteristics i. based™ data found In Tables 44. .48, «. 56. 
60 
wh 

rounded to 
percent. Any fai 

18 dU The 0 d.rc! n ted e Ib r ov; were obtained by quota saapllng (rather than probability soling) 




i:r::< c z tscrt dTu. - « ~ f ™»«y » » ****** ^ «.« 

,„« -«wu « -ed^bove were obtained by quota sampling (rather than probability i 
possible to estimate the sampling error or to obtain confidence intervals for the it 
state that the figures they have given for each drug type must be viewed as ninlnal 



Thus it is not 
the' indicated estimates. The authors 
projections. 
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Population Surveyed 

General population 
15 years ot*age or 
older. Conaon- 
vealth of 
Pennsylvania. 
Spring 1973. 



Data 

Geog. Collection 
Region Technique, 

Mld-Atl Interview 
and Self- 
adnin. 
question- 
naire 
(Household 
Survey) 



REFERENCE 

Sch.ips, Eric and Kubin, Elliot L. , 
A Study of Prevalence and Intensity 
of Drug and Alcohol Use in the 
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania . 
Coventor's Council on Drug and 
Alcohol Abuse, Comonvcalth of 
Pennsylvania, Harrisburg, 
Pennsylvania, August 10, 1973. 
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Frequency of Q«e 
Ho Use 



Marijuana 



Percentage of Respondents 
Aaphet amines Barbiturates Tranquilizers "Pills" 



Ho Use 
Stratus) 1 


77.8 


92.9 


92.0 


90. 5 


88.8 


II 


79.6 


93.4 


92.2 


91.1 


88.2 


III 


82.1 


92.9 


93.7 


92.6 


90.4 


IV 


83.1 


92.0 


92. § 


92.1 


89.5 


Total Saxaple 


80.8 


92.7 


92.7 


9i.7 


89.4 


1-11 tines/year 








* 




Stratust I 


9.0 


4.5 


5.6 


6.0 


7. 1 


II 


8.2 


4.6 


5.4 


5.6 


6.9 


III 


8.2 


3.9 


4.7 


4.9 


5.9 


IV 


5.0 


4.5 


5.4 


6.2 


6.9 


Total Saaplc 


7.6 


4.: 


5.2 


5.6 


6.6 


1-8 tir.es/nonth 






Stratum I 


7.9 


1.8 


1.8 


2.5 


2.7 


II 


8.6 - 


2.0 


1.7 


2.3 


3.3 


III 


6.0 


2.7 


1.3 


1.9 


2.7 


IV 


7.6 


2.8 


1.6 


1.6 


3.1 


Total Saaplc 


7.3 


2.4 


1.6 


2.0 


2.9 


3 or aorc tines/week 












Sxr3tun I 


5.3 


0.7 


0,6 


1.0 


1.5 


II 


3.6 


0.0 


0.7 




1.6 


III 


- 3.8 


0.6 


0.3 


0.7 


1.0 


IV 


f 3 


0.7 


0.4 


0.1 


0.5 


Total Sasplc 


4.3 


0.6 


0.5 


0.6 


1.1 



95Z Confidence Intervals 
on Dysfunctional Use 
Stratua I 

II 
III 

IV 

Statewide Total 

*Actual vaJuc negative 

3 or aorc t lacs /week 
Arc Croup : 15-19 

20-24 

25-34 

35-44 

45-54 

55 or ovc. 
Sex: Male 

0 Fcaalc 
Race : Black 

White 

Other 



3.7- 6.9 
1.3-5.9 
2.5-5.1 

2.8- 5.8 
3.5-5.1 



0.1-1.3 
*0. 0-0.2 
0/0-1.2 
0.0-1.4 
0.3-0.9 



0.0-1.2 
*0.0-1.8 
*0.0-0.7 
*0.0-0.9 

0.2-0.8 



0.3-1.8 
*0.0-2.3 

0.1-1.3 
*0*0-0.4 

0.3-0.9 



1.8 
2.3 
0.9 
0.4 
0.7 
0.6 
0.9 
1.1 
1.4 
1.0 
0.0 



?C0TES 

The above data by use categories and strata arc found in Tables 9-14 in < h *s ™ e 
frequency of use M to get 'high'" on the indicated drug types (i.e.. nonmedical use . Stratum 

of large urbaS areas; Stratun II: suburban residents; Stratua II J- "J " 

towns; and Strati IV: rural residents. The counties ln each ^/SfthLt 
in the composite category of "pills", respondents were characterized according to ^ighest 
which they used one or aore of the barbiturate, tranquilizer, or aaphetacinc drug types. Opll 
he oJn Sthadone. morphine, Deaerol. etc. "*o Use" aeans no use during year pr o to th. 
who use a drug an average of three or aorc tines per ^^'Y^'i Ji ift^tE ™ 
data on confidence intervals for "abusers" by strata are found tn Table '^27 This 

"abusers" of "pills" and opiates by age group, sex and race arc found tables 17-22. The« 
the corresponding data for the other frequencies of use; the latter arc caltted from the abov« 

bCC Tt^arrf C 3!oSo t in[rrviews (0.034! percent of the State's population 15 years of age an, 
conducted, but only 2.932 questionnaires were completed and returned time for analysis, u 
discarded because of suspected exaggeration (on the basis of responses to questions on a noH 
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1ZU 



m Surveyed 

population, 
of age or 
Cotnnon- 



inia. 
73. 



Mid- Ad 



Data 

Collection 
Technique _ 

Interview 
and Sclf- 
adatn. 
question* 
naire 

(Household 
Survey) 



Frequency of Use 

No Use ? 
Stratua I \ 

11 
III 

IV 

Total Saaple 
1-11 tlaes/year 
Stratum I 

II 
III 

IV 

Total Saapie 
1-8 tlaes/ponth 
Stratun ! 

II 
III 

IV 

Total Sanple 

3 or aorc tlaes/week 

Stratua I 

II 
HI 

IV 

Total Sanple 

952 Confidence Intervals 
on Dysfunctional Use 
Stratua I 

II 
HI 

IV 

Statewide Total 

*Actual value negative 

3 or aare tlaes/veek 
Age Croup : 15-19 
20-24 
25-34 
* 35-44 
f 45-54 

55 or over 



Magi juana 

77.8 
79.6 
$2.1 
83.1 
80.8 



■& 



Sex: 



Male 

Fenale 

Black 

White 

Other 



Percentage of Respondents 
Aaphetaalnes Barbiturates Tranquilizers. 



9.0' 
♦8.2 
8.2 
5.0 
7.6 

7.9 
8.6 
6.0 
7.6 
7.3 

5.3 
3.6 
3.8 
4.3 
4.3 



3.7- 6.9 
1.3-5.9 
2.5-5.1 

2.8- 5.8 
3.5-5.1 



92.9 
93.4 
92.9 
92.0 
92.7 

4.5 

3.9 
'4.5 
4.3 

1.8 
2.0 
2.7 
2.8 
2.4 

0.7 
0.0 
0.6 
0.7 
0.6 



0.1-1.3 
*0. 0-0.2 
0.0-1.2 
0.0-1.4 
0.3-0.9 



92.0 
92.2 
93.7 
92.6 
9?. 7 

•5.6^ 
5.4 
4.7 
5?4* 
5.2 

3.8 
1.7 
1.3 
1.6 
1.6 

0.6 
0.7 
0.3 
0.4 
0.5 



0.0-1.2 
*0.0-1.8 
*0.0-0.7 
*0.0-0,9 

0.2-0.8 



90.5 
91.1 
92.6 
92.1 
91.7 

. 6.0 
5.6 
4.9 
6.2 

5.4 

- 2.5 

2.: 

1.9 
1.6 

:.o 

1.0 
1.0 
0.7 
0.1 
0.6 



0.3-1.8 
*0.0-2.3 

0.1-1.3 
*0.0-0.4 

0.3-0.9 



I tea No. 76 



"Pills" Opiates. 



88.8 
88.2 
90.4 
89.5 
89.4 

7.1 
6.9 
5.9 
6.9 
6.6 

2.7 
3.3 
2.7 
3.1 
2.9 

1.5 
1.6 
1.0 
0.5 
1.1 



0.6-2.4 
0.0-?.2 
0.3-1.7 
*0. 0-1.1 
C.7-1.5 



1.8 
2.3 
0.9 
0.4 
0.7 
0.6 
0.9 
1.1 
1.4 
1.0 
0.0 



94.8 
94.5 
96.4 
96.3 
95.7 

2.6 
3.6 
2.2 
2.6 
2.6 

1.5 
1.0 
0.7 
0.4 
0.9 

1.2 
1.0 
0.8 
0.7 
0.9 



0.4-2.0 
*0.0-2.3 
0.2-1.4 
0.0-1.4 
0.5-1.3 



1.5 

1.4 . 

1.2 

0.2 

0.2 

0.9 

1.2 

0.6 

1.4 

0.8 

0.0 
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Eric and Rubin, Elliot !•«, 
of Prevalence and Intensity 
and Alcohol Use in the 
.Jalth of Pennsylvania * 
,r's Council on Drug and 
Abuse > Cornonvcalth of 
vanla, Harrlsburg, 
ivania > August 10, 1973. 
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The above .«» by use categories and "rata are found » Table. 9-1 n *U cpo r Th ey pertain^ 

frequency of use "to gee "high- on the Indicated drug t> -pes f ™ den .. of «all title, and 

residents of large urban areas;. Stratua III «* -'ban res Idcnt ..Si atuo I ; ln ^ r 

tarns; and Stratus. IV: rural residents. The <=«"^s in ae'ordlng to the highest frequency vlth 

In the composite category of "pills", respondents were : lne S ru g types. Opiates Include 
which they'used one or norc of the barbiturate J™.^"^; ^S^" * year prior to the survey. Those 
heroin, methadone, aorphlnc Denerol etc. No Use Dean, no uje MM. .^X^. ^ ^ drug ^ above 

XX c^e^efva,! ?™ZsZ" ^ are found In Table * In * ^port.^Thc £.« 

S ^JTIZ;^^ SlTS K^-ES .« .He above tabulation 

because of space ll=Itatlons. . the ,, atc ., population 15 years of age and older) wore 

A total of 3.000 Interviews (0.0341 percent of the icatc a po P u ' a "on , n vere 

conducted, out only 2.932 ^^"'"'l^'g^t ' "spon e t oT« tlon, on a non-exl.tent drug), 
discarded because o suspected c^er .U. ■ <«t b„,. . * — ' 



Population 
Surveyed 



CtiOg. 



Dal a 
Collection 



Sample 
Size 



Marl juana/ 
Hashish 



LSD 



Projected Percentage of Population 
Psychotogens Mcthcdrlnc/ 



Residents 


v,'cst Interview 


2500 Never Used 


85.2 


95.1 


94.4 


93.9 


96.4 


of the 


North 


Foraer User 




1.7 


2.0 


Z.J 


U. H 


state of 


Central 


User, Not Current 


2.1 


0.3 


0.6 


0.8 


0.3 


Minnesota 




Current User 


5.4 


0.3 


0.2 


0.5 


0.1 


age M 




Ho Data 


2.3 


2.6 


2.8 


2.5 


2.6 


years and 
















above 




Regular Users 






% 






January 20- 




Total 


5.6 


0. 4 


0.3 


0 . 5 


0. 1 


Fcbruary 16 




Males 


3.4 


0.3 


0.2 


0.3 


0.1 


1973. 






2.2 


0.1 


0.1 


0.2 


— 






Male high school students 


0.8 


0.2 


<0. 1 


0.1 


0.1 






Feaa le high scbool students 


0.7 




0.1 


0.2 








Male college students 


0.2 







»<0.1 


— 






Fcnale college students 


<0.1 














Males caploycd 


1.8 


0. 1 


0.2 


<0.1 








Fcaales caploycd 


0.6 






<0.1 








Males unemployed 


0.3 






0.2 








Feaalcs uneaploycd 


0.9 


0.1 












Age: 14-17 


1.6 


0.2 


0.1 


0.3 


0.1 






18-24 


2.9 


<f .1 


<0.1 


0.2 








25-34 


0.6 


J.l 


0.1 










35-49 


0.5 














50 and above 








<0.1 








Sociocconoaic Status 
















Upper or upper niddle 


<0.1 




*0.1 


0.3 






f 


Middle 


4.1 


o;i 


0.1 


0.2 


0.1 






Lover 


l.< 


0.3 


0.1 


<0.1 




REFERENCE 




NOTES 
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Chasbers, Carl D. ; Inclnrdl, Jaoes A. 
and Slegal, Harvey A., An Assessaent 
of the Incidence and prevalence of 
DruR and AlcohoL Use Within the 
General Population of the State of 
Minnesota . Resource Planning 
Corporation, Washington, D. C. and 
Miaai, Florida, April 1973. 



Sunoarized above arc the data on the use of illegal drugs found in this report. The preval 
data arc free Tables 33, 36, 39, 42, 45, 48, and 51. Foracr users have not used the drug In the 
users, not current have used the drug during the past six aonths but not within tht past 30 days 
users have used the drug during the past 30 days. Regular users include all current users, plus 
who have used the drug on a daily basis. 

Die breakdown of regular users by demographic characteristics is based on data found in Tab 
46, 49, and 52 in the report. The figures cited above arc percentages of the total base populat 
whereas those in th« report are percentages of the regular users in each drug category. All res 
rounded to the nenrest tenth of one percent. Thus the notation "<0. 1** denotes a result which is 
percent. Any failutc of the percentages in the various categories to add precisely to the indie 
is due to rounding error. ' 

The data cited above were obtained by quota saapling (rather than probability saspling). 
possible to estiaatc the saapling error or to obtain confidence intervals for the indicated est! 
state that the figures they have given for each drug type oust be viewed as aininal projections. 
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ition 
red 



of 

lota 



and 



Ceog. 
Region 

Vest 
Nor th 
Control 



Data 

Collection Sawplc 

Technique.. Size 

Interview 2500 



ry 20- 
iry 16. 



Kcver Used 
Fonwr User 
User, Sot Current 
Current User 
Ho Dat.i 



Marl Juano/ 
Hashish 

85.2 
5.0 
2.1 
5. A 
2.3 



Regular Users 
Total 
Male a 
Fen a let 

Hale high school student* 
Fenalc high school students 
Male college students 
Feaale college students 
Males employed 
Feaales etaployed 
Males unemployed 
Feaales unenp loved 

Age: 14-17 
18-24 
25-34 
35-49 

50 and above 

Socioeconomic Status 
Upper or upper nlddlc 
Middle 
Lower 



LSD 

95.1 
1.7 
0 1 
0.3 

2.6 



Pr ojected Percentage of Population 
Psychotogcns Mctbcdrlne/ 
other than LSD Mcthaaphetaalne 

96.4 
0.4 



94.4 
2.0 
0.6 
0.2 
2.6 



5.6 


0.4 


0.3 


3.4 


0.3 


0.2 


2.2 


0.1 


0.1' 


0.8 


0.2 


<0.1 


0.7 




0.1 


0.2 






<0.l 






1.8 


0.1 


0.2 


0.6 






0.3 






0.9 


0. 1 




1.6 


0.2 


0.1 


2.9 


<0. 1 


<0.1 


0.6 


0.1 


0.1 


0.5 






'0.1 




<0.1 


4.1 


0.1 


0.1 


1.5 


0.3 


0.1 



93.9 
2.3 
0.8 
0.5 
2.5 



0.5 
0.3 
0.2 

0.1 
0.2 
<0.1 

<0.1 
<0.1 
0.2 



0.3 
0.2 



<0.1 



0.3 
0.2 
<0.1 



Heroin Cocaine 

93.7 
1.8 
0.8 
0.5 
3.2 



0.3 
0.1 
2.8 



0.1 
0.1 



0.1 



0.1 



0.6 
0.3 
0.3 



'0.1 
0.2 



0.1 
0.3 



0.3 
0.1 



0.2 



0.2 
0.3 
0.2 



Solvents/ 
Inhalants 

95.7 
1.2 
0.2 
0.2 
2.7 



0.2 
0.2 



<0.1 
<0.1 
0.2 



<0.1 
<0.1 
0.1 



<0.1 
0.2 



1EKCE 

era, Carl D.; Inclardl, Jaoes A. 
(legal. Harvey A. t An Assessscnt 

Incidence and Prevalence of 
and Alcohol Uae Wi t hin the 
ral Population of th^ State ot 
isota. Resource Planning 
iratlcn. Washington. D. C. and 
Florida. April 1973. 




state that the figures they have given for each drug type oust be viewed M ainlnsl projections. 



11/ 
9 

ERLC 



11 



Data 

Collection 
Population Surveyed Techniqu e 

1799 eaployecs In Jl 8C»ltea 
Federal agencies. self-adain. 
March 1972. questionnaire 

REFERENCE 

Hart, H. C, M Drug/AlcohAl Survey. I: 
Ren, rsychol. . Vol. U, No. I, pp. 42- 



Mar ljuana LSD aolnet 



Kcthiaphet- 
aalnes 



Any use 

6 tines or do re 
25 tinea or aorc 



<1 
<1 



10 

u 

3 



Usage Aaong a Croup of Federal Eaployces" 
i8, 1972. 



Nwsltr. 



Barbi- 
turates Heroin 



Meperl* 
dine 



Percentage of Respondent* 
Hydro* 

5°I£!SS£ Codeine Cocaine Morphine Paregoric Pe 



2 
<I 
<1 



7 
2 
<1 



2 
<I 
<1 



2 
<1 

<1 



2 
<1 

<1 



4 
<1 
<1 



1 

<: 



NOTES 

en^rJnc^^io 1972 / dru « /a i Coho1 lonnairc wa. distributed to fil 

covering 5,639 employees. Scorable response* were received froo 1 79 

were built Into the questionnaire. Cited above are the data on 

£etrt .. ? \° b t VCl f !,tCd l r rd the MRher ^catlonal and soct 
: C f S'i? that th ° " opl * U "P««cntaclvc of the entire er 
chosen, but probably not of the general population. 8 ^ 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

80- it en 
self-adaln. 
questionnaire 



Aaphet- Hethasphct- 
Marljuan a LSD aalnes aalnes 



Population Surveyed 

162 patients in a 80- it en Any use 13 £ 

VA hospital self-adaln. 6 tines or aorc 4 <1 

August 1971. 

REFERENCg 

Hart, H. C, and Blltch, J. W.. "Drug/Alcohol Survey. U. Usage Aaong a Croup of VA 
Patients". Nysltr. Kea. Psychol. . Vol. 14, No. 2, pp. 2*5» 1972. 



Percentage of Respondents 
Barbl- Meperl- Hydro- 

t urate* Heroin i dine do r phone Codeine Cocaine Morphine PareRorlc Pay 



NOTES 



5 
<1 



3 
<l 



In August 1971 a drug/alcohol questionnaire vas given to 680 patii 
Scorable responses were received froa 162 patients. Coaplete tnot.yalt: 
preserved. Internal checks for accuracy and validity were built into 1 
above are the data on usage of drugs found In Table 1 in the paper, vbJ 
question** technique. The author states that the aean socio-econoaic U 
in the lover aiddle class. 



Population Surveyed 

People of age 15 and over 
living in Wlnston-Sslen, 
North Carolina. 
1971. 



Coaaunl'y 
Site (pop) 

City 

(133,000) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview 



Saspie 
SUc 

1,000 



Percentage of Rcj 



Have tried It before or might 

try occasionally 
Use when I feel like it 

Use freely or have tried: 
Blacks 
Whites 



Marijuana LSD 



5.2 
2.3 



7.8 
7.7 



0.6 
0.6 



1.3 
1.3 



Mescaline 

or Peyote 



1.1 
1.0 



2.3 

2.4 



Aaph4 



2.1 
12.4 



REFERENCE 

Uakc Fur^st University, Vuuth Se'viiea Bjttju, A Study of the Knowledge and Attitudes of 
Winston- galea Citizens concern If^ DruR Ise and Abuse . Mioco 



of Wake Forest University, Uinston-Salea, North Carolina, Mj 



*6 p., Kouth Services Bureau 
ret. 1972, 



NOTES 

5uaaariaed above are the aata on extent of uae of drugs found In 
bjscd on the responses of the fir.i i,OiK interviewee* out of a total 
the report, the figures for aarljuana are broken down by age groups, 
a proalnent part of this report, since, as the title indicates, the at 
with knowledge and attitudes. 
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12. 



■ts 

bllection 
IcKnlgwc 

Altera 

Uf-adain. 

lestlonnaire 



Aaphet- Mcthnaphet,- Barbi- 
H^rHu^na I.SD aa lnea ami no » t urates Heroin 



Any utfc 

6 tiaes or oorc 
25 tiacsi or tore 



Survey, i 
• 1. pp. 42> 



: Usage Aaon K a Croup of Fcdcr.il Eaployccs". 
-48. 1972. 7 




Percentage of Respondent* 
Hoperi- Hydro 
dine 



Itea So. 77 



SSEite Oa^lne Cocsinc Morphine Pare^ojjc Pevot e nf JJlsfi £±£ >2 !£! 



1 



2 
<1 
<1 



7 

2 
<1 



2 
<1 
<1 



6 
1 

-1 



2 
■ 1 
1 



i* 
<1 
* 1 



* I 

• 1 
■ 1 



XQT£S 

cov^rI , n^^MV^^^ d^UK/ ^ COh0 ^ quCStl<mnat^C wac »>uted to fifrv-on* Federal Jf end« 

covering 5.639 oaplcrees. Scorable response- were received froa l 799 ,~^™J1T r * , 

mi paper, vnic:i are baaed on the second question" technique. The author .t.ro. rK.r rK« 



ts 

llectlon 
chnlque 

•itea 
If-adain. 
stlonnalrc 



Aaphet- Methaaphet- 
HJrl luana LSD aalnes aaines 



Any use 

6 tiacs or acre 



13 

4 



4 
<1 



Itea *Nk>. 78 



Percentaae of Respondents 
Barbi- MeperJ- Hydro- Keth~ Psilo- 

t urate* Heroin dine aorphone Codeine Cocaine Morphine Pj iyefiorii Ks2Z&£ j^UBS, vyEm f£MT Ptr 



<1 



3 
<1 



3 

<1 



3 



U. # "Drug/Alcohol Survey. U* Usage Aaong a Croup of VA 
tychol. . Vol* 14, So* 2. pp 2-5, 1972. 



SOT Eg 

In August 1971 a drug/alcohol questionnaire was given to 680 patient* in a VA hospital. 
Scorable responses were rccelvcdj froa 162 patients. Coaplete a n onyalty of individuals vasr 
preserved. Internal checks for accuracy and validity Were built into the questionnaire. Cited 
above are the data on usage of drugs found in Table ) in the paper, which are based on the "eec^d 
question" technique. The author! states that the near, soclo-econoalc level of the responded* 
in the lover cxlddle class. 1 



Coaaunlty " 
Size (po pjl 

City 

(133.000) 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview 



Sasple 
Size 

1.000 



Have tried it before or night 

try occasionally 
Use when 1 feel like it 



Mari juana LSD 



5.2 
2.3 



0.6 
0.6 



Percentage of Respondents 



Mescaline 
or rcyote 



1.1 
1.0 



Aaphet- 
aaines 



6. J 
2.1 



8.5 
2.6 



ltea No. i'i 



Heroic Chie 



0.* 
0.6 



Use frrely or have Lrled: 
Blacks 
Whites 



7.8 
7.7 



1.3 
1.3 



2.3 

2.4 



2.9 
12.6 



6.1 



0.6 



«h Services Bureau, A Study of the Knowledge and Attitudes of 
trains EruR l'*c and Abu se. Hiaev, 46 xouth Services Bureau 
Ulneton-Salcs> North Carolina, March 1972. 



NOTES 

Suaaarlzed above are the data on extent of use of drugs . oui>a *a w»** ir^tt, The iigute* «u 
based on the responses of the flfst 1,000 interviewees out of * tvtai tawi^s . *apie »k i.v/>. In 
the report, the figures for oarljuana are broken down by age groups. Data va extent *.-t are t*>t 
a proalnent part of this -eport, since, &s the title indicate*, the *tudy was concerned priori ly 
with knowledge and attitudes. 




12. 



.♦Jo 



Population Surveyed 

Approximately 5,300 U.S. Army personnel In 40 
separate units froa 12 military communities 
in Vfcst Germany. 
Fall 1970 and'F..l 1971. 



'Data 
Collection 
Technique 

Questionnaire 



*7 



12* 



Prcvalcncv of IH««1 Dnias UsctTln the 



Drug Use 

Used>illegal drug one or 

oore tines in«life 
Currently uses Illegal drugs 

aore" than three tines per week 
Currently uses drugs "harder" than hashish core 

than three tlaes per week 
Currently uses opiates core 

than three tlaes per week 



1970 

46 

16 
.» 
4 

<0.5 



# REFERENCE 

Tenant Forrest S., Jf. (*aj., MC, USAR), "Drug Abuse the U.S. Amy. Europe". 

Association , Vol. 221, So. 10, P P . 1146-1149, September 4, 



Journal of 
1972.* 



Ceog. 
Region 



Enlisted men* representative of 
the U. S. Armed Services. 
Sep. 70 - Sep. 71 ^ 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

73-item 

self-adcain. 

questionnaire 



Saaple 
Size 

8,643 
6,830 
6,703 
14,334 
36,510' 



NOTES * 

Cited above is the quantitative information on the extent of use of 
this paper. No breakdown by specific drugs is given. Nor Is it stated i 
total for the two years or an approximate number surveyed in each year, 
data on drug abuse requiring treatment, hospitalizations for drug abuse 
oiavaUable drugs and complications, edition, treatment, and rehabillj 



Any Use in Past Year 
Army 
Navy 

Marine Corps 
Air Force 
All Services 
* 

Any Use in Past Year 
by Service Location 
Army 

— " Continental U.S. 
Europe 
Vietnam 

Other Southeast Asia 
Total Army 

Navy 

Continental U.S. 
Europe 

Southeast Asia 
Total Navy 

Marine Corps 

Continental U.S. 
Okinawa 

0t>*r Southeast Asia 
Total USMC 

Air Force 

Continental U.S. 
Europe 
Turkey 
Vietnam 
Thailand 
Taiwan 
Other Southeast Asia 
Total USAF ' 



Marijuana 

42.7 
21.8 
38.0 
16.3 
29.9 



41.3 
40.2 
50.9 
42.0 
42.7 

23.4 
12.4 
18.6 
21.3 

37.6 
41.8 
37.5 
38.0 

15.8 
12.6 
13.4 
23.6 
22.7 
21.8 
16.9 
16.3 



Projected DoD Perc 



Other 

Ps vchedcllcs 

29.4 
JL2.1 
22.9 
8.3 
18.8 



28.4 
33.0 
30.8 
23.2 
29.4 

^13.0 
8.1 
9.2 
12.1 

22.9 
24.3 
21.7 
22.9 

8.4 
8.5 
9.2 
7.9 
7.7 
8.6 
6.5 
8.3 



28.9 
23.0 
31.9 
24*. 7 
28.0 

13.0 
6.4 
9.3 

11.9 

24.2 
24.0 
23.1 

7.3 
5.0 
7.8 
6.9 
8.1 
11.3 
6.1 
7.V 



REFEPE^E . . 

Fisher Allan II. , Jr., Preliminary Fi nding from the 1971 DoO Survey o' Drug Use MunRR* 
Technical Report 72-8, Human Resources Research Organization, 300 North Washington Street, 
Alexandria, Virginia 22314, March 1972. 



ERJC 



The projected percentages In the first tabulation above (found in 
were extrapolated froa the survey saeple data and weighted according I 
the military force as of August 31, 1971. They arc not additive acroj 
of multiple drug use. The data on users arc further broken down in tl 
frequency classes, and average rates of use arc given by Service and I 
down by S*rv,Ice location is Table 18. p. 23, in the report. Corrcspoi 
be found In Tables 19 and 20. Data arc also given on use of drugs in 
multiple drug use, various demographic correlates of drug use, and or! 
also contains findings on drug acquisition, availability, sources of 
drug problcas by adalttcd users of nonthcrapcutlc drugs. Reasons for 
probed* by the author In a companion report, (HumRRO Technical Report 1\ 
SI i * 



1 



Ites No. 80 



personnel in 4{> 
t«ry coaaunitics 



Data 

Collection 
Technique , 

Questionnaire 



of »n-r"* r~,o« iw In the U-S. An"v. Europe 
— — ~ — - r Percentage 



Used illegal drug one or 

more tines in life 
Currently uses illegal drugs 

aore than three tloes per week 
Currently uses drugs 'harder* than hashish aore 

than three tlaes per week 
Currently uses opiates oore 

than three tlses per week 



NOTES 



1970 


1971 


46 


46 


16 


16 


4 


f> 


<0.5 


1. 



aj., HC, USAR). 
it Ion , Vol. 221 



**Drug Abuse the U.S. r~ 

So. 10. pp. 1146-1149, September 4, 1972. 




World-wide 



73-1 ten 

self-adain. 

questionnaire 



Any Use in Past Year 
by Service Location 
Aray 

Continental U.S. 

Europe 

Victnsa 

Other Southeast Asia 
Total Aray 

Navy 

Continental U.S. 
Europe 

Southeast Asia 
Total Navy 

Marine CoTps 

Continental W-S. 
Oklr^iva 

Other Southeast Asia 
fotal USJtC 

Air Force 

Continental U.S. 

Europe 

Turkey 

Victnaa 

Thailand 

Ta ivan 

Other Southeast Asia 
Total USAF 
NOTES 



^41.3 
40.2 
50.9 
42.0 
42.7 

13.4 
K.4 
18.6 
21.8 

37.Ci 
41.8 
K 37.5 
38.0 

15.8 
12.6 
13.4 
23.6 
22.7 
21.8 
16.9 
16.3 



28.4 , 

33.tf 

30.8 

23.2 

29.4 



13.0 
8.1 
9.2 

12.1 

22.9 
24.3 
21.7 
* 22.9 

8.4 
8.5 
9.2 
7.9 
7.7 
8.6 
6.5 
S.3 



S£isu— 


Depres- 


lants 


sants^ 


28.0 


20.4 


11.9 


6.7 


24.1 


14.8 


7.1 


4.6 


17.9 


12.2 


28.9 


21.5 


23.0 


14.0 


31.9 


25.1 


24.7 


18.1 


28.0 


20.4 


13.0 


7.2 


6.4 


3.4 


9.3 


5.6 


11.9 


6.7 


24.2 


\5.0 


24.0 


14.2 


23.1 


13.6 


24.1 


14.8 


7.3 


4.7 


5.0 


3.0 


7.8 


4.8 


6.9 


5.0 


8.1 


4.1 


11.3 


7.0 


6.7 


4.3 


7.1 


4.6 







20.1 

6.1 
13.6- 

4.2 
11.7 



20.1 
13.3 
28.5 
17.6 
20.1 



6.5 
3.6 
5.4 
6.1 

13.6 
13.9 
12.4 
13.6 

4.4 
1.8 
3.6 
6.0 
3.4 
8.0 
3.7 
4.2 



^ liatnarv finding frop the 1971 K^Jx^^L^i^^ »f RR0 . 
" l^n Rcsourcc T Re Search Organi'zaTion. 100 North *a„hin R torx Street, 
14, March 1972. 




* The prelected percental in the first tabulation above (found in Table 7. p. 15 in the report), 
were ext^apoU ted froa the survey sa»plc data and weighted according to the C ^\ l ^"" a f og ^".^ y 
Unitary fo«e as oCAugust 31. 1971. They are not ndditive across "«; t d ^ t ^ 0 a t ^cr o" " 
of oultiple drug use. The <f«a on users ar" further broken dewn in tfc* report into a nuabcr of 
frequency classes, and average rates. of uie arc glvA by Service and frequency class. The «•« 
2 ! Service location is Table 13. p. 23, in the report. Corresponding figures on dally use 
onoun y dMn1nblern l and l 20; Data « also give, on use of drugs in -b Ration • th «l-ho 
anltinli* Aru* use various denographic correlates of drug use, and origins ot crug use. inc tc^ti 
Tl so conta ill Hndings onVrug acquisition, availability, .ources of supply, and rccogn t on of 
Ml P^obleas by adalttcd users of nontherapeutlc drug,. Reasons for drug use and other topics arc 
probed by the author in a coapanlon report (HuaRRO lechnlcal Report 72-9;. 



Item Ni 



Population Surveyed 

Youth, age* 12 to 
25 in the schools 
of Montgomery 
County, 
Pcnns> Ivan I* 
1971. 



Ccog. 
Region 

Mid-Atl. 



Data 
Collection 
Technique, 

160-1 tea 
self-attain, 
question- 
naire 



Sample 

5,961 Jur.ior High Schools: 



High Schools 



Private Schools: 



Percentage of Students Per School 



Colleges: 



Low 

Average 
High 

Low 

Average 
High 

Low 

Average 
High 

Low 

Ave rage 
High 



5.3 
21.2 
43.4 

5.6 
26.3 
46.5 

16.9 
37.0 
70.0 



Marijuana LSD, etc. 

0.0 
7.0 
25.0 



0.O 
2.2 
$.3 

0.C 
5.6 
13.0 

2.8 

5.6 

25.6 

1.4 

7.6 
30.0 



Aaphetaalncs 

0.0 
3.4 
11.8 

1.0 
5.6 
13.9 

1.4 
5.5 
18.7 

7.1 
11.9 
26.6 



Barbiturate* 

0.0 
3.7 
17.7 

0.0 
4.1 
£0.7 

0.0 
3.7 
7.0 

0.0 
6.1 
9.5 



REFERENCE 

Pllnlck, Saul and Strelt, Fred, A Survey 
of Prog Usage and Abuse In t lcntgooery_ 
County, Pennsylvani a. Prepared by 
Scientific Resources Inc., Huaan Fysteas 
Institute, 41 Skyline Drive, Morris town. 
New Jersey 07960 for Montgomery County 
Drug Cooalsslon, Norristown, Pennsylvania 
August 1971 (In Prog Abuse Monvgoacry 
County. Pennsylvania . Movenber 1971; 
ED- 066 674) ~ 



NOTES 

The principal findings on extent of drug use given In this report are s^marized above, 
figures pertain to "heavy use" of the indicated drugs, defined by the authors as follows. 
Marijuana: five or more times* 
LSD: three or oore tinea. 

Amphetamines: elc/en or»morc tlaes, 
Barblturatcf : eleven or aore tines, anl 

Heroin: three or more tines. - 

The terns "Low" and "High" refer to the range of use found within W <* ^elrug a, 

Includes an analysis of the use of each drug in relation to the friability of the drug, a 
in relation to certain social and demographic characteristics. Total incidence is given foi 
use of single drugs, and for use of varies combinations of two or more ««8*. 

A stratified rlndom sample was surveyed In each-of the high schools n the colleges, 
the participation was on a voluntary basis, which would invalidate sort* of the college dot- 
self-selectlon and non randomization. The study also Included Interviews with a saaple of. ^ 



Item 



Population Surveyed 
Unlisted Vietnam 
returnees In ranks 
E-6 or below and 
age 26 or below 
processing for ETS 
separation 
March 1971 



Data 

Collection 
Technique. . 
55-item 
self-adsln. «, 
anonymous 
questionnaire 



Number of 
Respondents 
1,011 



Prior to Tour In Vletna a 
Experimental (1-4 times) 
Casual (5-19) 
Heavy (20-199) 
Habitual (200+) 

During Tour In Vletnaa 
Experimental (1-4) 
Casual (5-19) 
Heavy (20-199) 
Habitual (200+) 

Current Use - During Last 30 Days 
Experimental (l-4) 
Casual (5-10) 
Heavy (U-2Q) 
Habitual (30+) 

Ever Used 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana Acid Aaphetaalncs Barbiturates Heroin or M orphine Opj 



13.40 


5.76 


4.06 


3.67 


14.90 


10.39 


5.85 


4.67 


12.01 


2.29 


3.67 


2.76 


8.46 


0.30 


0.39 


0.60, 


13.62 


5.36 


5.56 


4.95 


ii. i: 


8.95 


6.96 


5.85 


16.50 


0.30 


3.36 


2.10 


17.54 


0.30 


0.49 


2.48 


7.73 


3.26 


3.47 


2.77 


7.63 


0.59 


1.29 


2.66 


9.84 


0.10 


0.69 


0.99 


1J.90 


0.19 


0.30 


0.59 


63. 1Q 


16.20 


20.60 


18.27 



3.08 
2.48 
0.59 



5.77 
4.50 
9.15 
3.18 



4.27 
3.47 
4.27 
4.17 

23. 3P 



5 
2 
0 
0 

20 



ERIC 



REFERENCE 

Nelson, K. Eric and Panzarclla. Jacob, 
"Preliminary Findings— Prevalence of 
Drug Use, Enlisted Vletnaa Returnees 
Processing for ETS Separation, Oakland n 
Overseas Processing Center, March 1971. 
Mlmeo. 8 p. ■« i y ^ 



NOTES 

The above d,ta arc found In the tibles In this Paper. "Acid" refers to "LSD, Pcyotc, etc." It should 
that the frequency categories for usage during the last 30 days differ <-o» those for the "Prior to and DJ 
class fications; they arc designed to approximate "experimental" through "habitual" use for ^ one-month perl 

Questionnaires were administered to groups varying from 15 to 100 Persons as they ««e undergo ,lng proCJ 
separation from the scivlce. The medical basis of the survey and the anonymljy of the respondents were emphl, 

i JLJh | 



Item No. 82 



on Surveyed 

ges 12 to 

schools 
poe^y 

raftla 



Geog. 
Region 

Mid-Atl. 



Data 
Collection 
Technique 

160- i tea 
self-admin, 
question- 
naire 



Sample 

5,031 Junior High Schools: 



High Schools: 



Private Schools: 



Colleges: 





•larl juana 


LSD, etc. 


Low 


0.0 


0.0 


Average 


7.0 


2.2 


lllgtl 


25.0 


8.3 


Low 


5.3 


0.0 


Average 


21.2 


5.6 


High 


43.4 


n!o 


Low 


5.6 


2.8 


Ave rage 


26.3 


5.6 


High 


46.5 


25.6 


Low 


16.9 


1.4 


Average 


37.0 


7.6 


High 


70.0 


30.0 



Percentage of Students Per School 

Aaphetaclnes Barbiturates 

0.0 o.o 
3.4 3.7 
11.8 17-7 



1.0 
5.6 
13.9 

1.4 
5.5 
18.7 

7.1 
11.9 
26.6 



0.0 
4.1 
10.7 

0.0 
3.7 
7.0 
0.0 
6.1 
9.5 



0.0 
1.1 
11.8 

0.0 
1.8 
5.7 

0.0 
1.5 
4.6 

0.0 
2.1 
6.6 



Saul and Strelt, Fred, A Survey 
Usage and Abuse In .ton t gone ry 
Pennsylvania . Prepared by 
fic Resources Inc., Human Systems 
41 Sky line' Drive, Morrlstown, 
ey 07960 for Montgonery County 

salon, Norrlstown, Pennsylvania, 
1971 (In Drug Abuse Montgom ery 
Pennsylvania , :.'ovenbcr 1971; 
674) 



NOTES 

The principal findings on extent of drug use given In this report are sunaarlzed above. The 
figures pertain to "heavy use" of the Indicated drugs, defined by the authors as follows: 

Marijuana: five or oore times, 

LSD: three or more tines, 

Amphetamines: eleven or more times, 
n Barbiturates: eleven or more tines, and 

Herolni three or more tines. 

ThP t*r** "Low" and "High" refer to the range of use found within each type of school. The "port 
?nclu d cTan^alyI?« o^th/usTof each drug" In relation to the -liability o ih. rug as we a 
in relation to certain social and demographic characteristics. Total Incidence Is given tor 

use o,- single drugs, and for use of v « l <* Y^h^e ^"is In' the colleges, some of 

A stratified random 8«ple was surveyed In each of the high schools, in ™* » • 

the participation was on a voluntary basis, which would invalidate some of the ^ students 

Self-selection and nonrancontzatton. The stady also included imervtews with a sample of students. 



item Ho. 83 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 
5 5- it em 
self-admln, 
anonymous 
questionnaire 



Nunber of 
Respondents 
1,011 



Prior to Tour in Vietnam 
Experimental (1-4 times) 
Casual (5-19) 
Heavy (20-199) 
Habitual (200+) 

Turing 'four in Vietnam 

Experimental (1-4) 
- ..Casual (5-19) 
Heavy (20-199) 
Habitual (200+) 

Current Use - Dur in g Last 30 D*ys 
Experimental (1-4) 
Casual (5-10) 
Heavy (11-29) 
Habitual (3C*) 

Ever Used 



P ercentage of Respondents 
Marijuana Acid Amphetamines Barbiturates Harolr. or Morphine 



13.40 
14.90 
12 .01 
8.46 



5.76 
10.39 
2.29 
0.30 



4.06 
5.85 
3.67 
0.39 



3.67 
4.67 
2.76 
0.00 



13.62 


5.36 


5.56 


4.95 


11.13 


8.95 


6.96 


5.85 


16.50 


0.30 


3.36 


2.10 


17.54 


0.30 


"0.49 

,Y 


2.48 


7.73 


3.26 


3.47 


2.77 


7.63 


0.59 


1.29 


2.66 


9.84 


0.10 


0.69 


0.99 


11.90 


0.19 


0.30 


0.59 


63.10 


16.20 


20.60 


18.2? 



3.08 
2.48 
0.59 



5.77 
4.50 
9.15 
3.18 



4.27 
3.47 
4.27 
4.17 

23. 3P 



O pium 

2.98 
2.37 
2.37 
0.00 



5.86 
7.26 
5.86 
0.49 



5.17 
2.68 
0.89 
0.39 

20 46 



NOTES 

Th* above data are found in ttw tables In this paper. "Acid" refers to Pej-oto, etc." It should be noted 

that the frequency categories for usage during the last 30 days differ from those for the "tor no and During 
classifications- Ley arc designed to approximate "experimental" through "habitual" for n one-month period. 

Quest o^lres were administered to groups varying from 15 to 100 persons as they were ^erfiolng P™ «g for 
separation from the Service. The medical basis of the survey and the anonWof the respondents were emphasised. 

' JL ±a t J 
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128 




Population Surveye d 
Students in schools 
and colleges in 12 
comnunities in Maine 
Fail* 1970 



Data 

Geog? Collection Number of 
Region Technique Respondents 
New 33- i tea 15,880 
F.ngland self-adain. 

questionnaire 



Percentage of Respondents 



Nunber of Times Used 
1-2 
3-7 
8-15 

16 or oore 
Total 

Presently Using 



Marijuana 


Psych edclics 


Speed 


Pills 


Codeine 


Nutneg 


Hero! 


6.2 


2.5 


3.3 


4.3 


3.3 


1.3 


0.9 


3.6 


1.6 


1.8 


3.3 


1.6 


0.6 


0.1 


3.1 


0.5 


0.7 


1.1 


0.7 


0.7 




7.1 


0.9 


0.7 


1.2 


1.6 


1.0 


0.4 


20.0 


5.5 


6.5 


9.9 


7.2 


3.6 


1.4 


12.2 

r 


2.1 


3.0 


3.2 


4.5 ' 


1.5 


0.3 



REFERENCE 

New England Learning and Research, Inc., A Survey of 
Drug Use in a Cross-Section of Maine Communities , 
Prepared for the Interagency Co emission on Dru^ Abuse 
by New England Learning and Research, Inc., 85 Cony 
Street, Augusta, Maine 04330, March 1971. 



NOTES 

i 

Tabulated above are the data found in this report on the use of the indicated substances "fo 
purposes . Pills are identified in the questionnaire as "ups and downs", psychedelics as M .Mesc/L 
associated with cough syrup, and nutmeg neans nutmeg or cinnamon.- H 

The 12 communities were selected to be- representative of the state. The survey covered the 
in those comounities. The questionnaire, reproduced in the report, covered a wide range of social 
characteristics. Anonymity of the respondents was guaranteed. 





Number of 
















Multiple drugs 


Population Surveyed 


Respondents 




Marijuana 


LSD 


Amphetamines 


Cocaine 


Barbiturates 


Heroin 


with heroin 


Military petaonnel 




Usage: 
















assigned to the Amy's 


3,070 


Prior to Army 


27.9 


6.6 


9.2 


3.3 


6.6 


0.2 


3,2 


23rd Infantry Division, 


3,081 


While in Vietnam 


33.6 


4.0 


10.4 


5.5 


10.1 


0.4 


6.0 


Vietnam. Fall 1970. 


3,055 


At present 


18.5 


2.3 


4.8 


3.2 


4.3 


0.4 


3.4 


?irst-term aircen at 


1,215 


Current use 


39 


6 


12 




11 


8 





USAF, Korat, Thailand. 
Ur\y 1971. 

American high school 911 
students (Grades 9-12) 
in BanfcV>k, Thailand. 
Late autvven 1970 and 
early 1971. 

Personnel leaving the 1,200+ 
Army's 2nd Infantry 
Division, Deros, Korea. 
October 1970-July 19/1. 

REFERENCE 

Baker, Stewart L., Jr. (Col., MC), "Fiesent Status of the Drug Abuse Counterof fensive in 
t-ie \roed Forces'*. Bulletin of the Nc-w York Academy of Medicine , Vol. 48, No. 5, pp. 719- 
731, June 1972. 



Frequency of use: 

Sometimes 

Daily 
# Once/week 

Once/month or less 

Ex-user 

Current use 



37 
14 
24 
36 
23 

22.9 



NOTES 

As in the author's June 1971 report (See Item No. 93),' the our 
based primarily on the anonymous questionnaire technique. In the f; 
is information on the relationship between type of drug uxed and 1* 
marijuana use tends to increase with educational level, while the ff 
for aultlple drug>use wiili heroin. In the school survey, data on t; 
urates, heroin and LSD are cited in terms of frequency of use of ma 
la that about 8 percent of the 911 students admitted to the use of I 
on the fourth survey provide the additional information that 13,4 p 
dangerous drugs, 6.4 percent use narcotics, and that between Octobe 
centage of drug users rose from 5.3 to 9.9. A considerable portion 
with the total panorama of drug abuse counterof fensives, particular; 



12/ 
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I ten No. 84 



Ceog. 

Region 

New 

England 



Data 

Collection 
Technique, 
33-ltem 
self-adoln. 
questionnaire 



Nuaber of 
Respondents 
15,880 



Percentage of Respondents 



Number of Tines Used 


M.irl)u>ina 


Psychedelic s 


Speed 


Pills 


Codeine 


NutOCR 


Heroin 


Qfrue or 














• 1-2 


6.2 


2.5 


3.3 


4.3 


, 3.3 


1.3 


0.9 


2.6 


3-7 


3.6 


1.6 


1.8 


3.3 


" 1.6 


-0.6 


0.1 


L.6 


8-15 


3.1 


0.5 


0.7 


1.1 


0.7 


0.7 




0.9 


16 or ooro 


7.1 


0.9 


0.7 


1.2 


1.6 


1.0 


0.4 


0.7 


Total 


20.0 


5.5 


6.S 


9.9 


7.2 


3.6 


1.4 


5.8 


Presently Using 


12.2 


2.1 


3.0 


3.2 


A. 5 


f* 1.5 


0.3 


1.3 



Research, Inc., A Survey of 
t ton" of Maine Communities , 
gency Conmission on Drug Abuse 

and Research, Inc., 85 Cony 

04330, March 1971. 



NOTES - 

Tabulated above are the data found In this report on the use of the Indicated substances "for other than medicinal 
purposes*. Pills are Identified In the questionnaire as "ups and downs", psychedellcs as "Mesc/LSD"; codeine Is 
associated with cough syrup, and nutmeg means nutmeg or cinnamon. 

The 12 communities were selected to be representative of the state. The survey covered the school-age populations 
In those communities. The questionnaire, reproduced In the report, covered a wide range of social and demographic 
characteristics. Anonymity of the respondents was guaranteed. 



Item No. 85 



Nufiber of 
Respondent*, 



3,070 
3,081 
3,055 



Percentage of Respondents 

Multiple drugs 



1,715 





Marijuana. 


LSD 


Amphetamines 


Cocaine 


Barbiturates 


Heroin 


Usage: 

Prior to Amy 
While In Vietnam 
At present 


1 

27.9 
33.6 
18.5 


6.6 
4.0 
2.3 


9.2 
10.4 
4.8 


3.3 
S.5 
3.2 


6.6 
10.1 
4.3 


0.2 
0.4 
0.4 


Current use 


39 


6 


12 




11 


8 



with heroin 



3.2 
6.0 
3.4 



Opiates 



3.3 
6.4 
3.4 



Multiple drugs 
without heroin 



10.7 
10.3 
5.1 



3.3 
3.9 
2.1 



Frequency of use: 
Sometimes 
Dally 
Once/week 
Once/month or less 
Ex- user 

Current use 



37 
14 
24 
36 
23 

22.9 



Col., MC), "Present Status of the Drug Abuse Counterof f enslve in 
tin of the New York Academy of Medicine , Vol. 48, No. 5, pp. 719- 



NOTES 

As in the author's June 1971 report (See Item No. 93), the surveys reported in this paper were 
ban*"* primarily on the anonymous questionnaire technique. In the first survey cited above, there 
iir information on the relationship between type of drug used snd level of education, showing that 
marijuana use tends to increase with educational level, while the reverse appears to be the case 
for multiple drug uje with heroin. In the school survey, data on the use of amphetamines, barbit- 
urates, heroin and LSD are cited In terms of frequency of use of marijuana. A significant finding 
Is that about 8 percent of the 911 students admitted to the use of heroin st some time. The data 
on the fourth survey provide the additional Information chat 13.4 percent of the respondents use 
dangerous drugs, 6.4 percent use narcotics, and that between October 1970 and July 1971, the per- 
centage of drug users rose from 5.3 to 9.9. A considerable portion of this report is concerned 
with the total panorama of drug abuse, counterof fenslves, particularly within the armed services. 




Data 

Ceog. Collection Sample 
Population Surveyed Reg Ion ^ Technique Size 

All New York State Mid-Atl Interview 7,378 
household members 
age 14 or older, 

1970 (Base popu- - — -* 
latlon: 13,784,000) 



All New York City 
household members 
age 14 and older, 
1970 (Base popu- 
lation: 6,161,000) 



1,260 



Other 

Marijuana/ Psycho- Methe- 
Hashlsh LSD togens drlne 



Never Used 
Forcer Users__^ 
Inf requentrTJsers 
■Regular Users 
No data 

Never Used 
Former Users 
Infrequent Users 
Regular Users 
No data 



87.7_-95r8 
--0:0" 1.0 
4.0 
3.5 
1.9 

85.0 
3.5 
4.4 
5.2 
2.0 



957T 
1.1 

1.1 1.0 
0.3 0.1 
1.8 2.0 



94.8 
1.1 
1.4 
0.5 
2.1 



94.7 
1.4 
1.2 
0.2 
2.5 



REFERENCE k 

ChaobersrrCarVDi^ahd Inclardl, Jsoes. A., An Asscssnent of Drug Use In the Ceneral 
Population. New York: New York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, 1971. 



96.3 
1.0 
0.6 
0.3 
1.9 

95.6 
1.1 
0.6 
0.3 
2.3 



Percentage of Population 
Hlnor Major 
Tran- Tran- Anti- 







Solvents/ Barbit- 


Other * 


quil- 


quil- 


depres- 


Pep Diet 


Heroin Cocaine 


Inhalants 


urates 


Sedatives 


ltcrs 


izers 


sants 


Pills Pllll 


97.2 


95.4 


96.4 


78.1 


88.4 


77.9 


94.5 


95. 3 


91.9 86.7 


0.6 


2.0 


1.4 


12.8 


4.9 


9.7 


2.1 


1.3 


3.6 7.8 


0.2 


0.7 


0.2 


4.5 


2.5 


6.4 


0.7 


0.9 


1.9 2.3 


0.2 


0.1 


0.1 


2.6 


1.4 


3.8 


0.5 


0.3 


0.8 1.6 


1.8 


1.9 


2.0 


l!9 


2.8 


2.2 


2.3 


2.2 


1.8 1.6 


96.1 


94.5 


95.4 


79.2 


86.3 


78.7 


93.1 


94.4 


90.5 87.9 


1.0 


2.1 


1.9 


10.8 


5.0 


8.2 


2.7 


1.4 


3.4 6.2 


0.3 


1.2 


0.2 


4.1 


3.4 


6.7 


0.7 


1.2 


2.6 2.3 


0.5 


<0.1 


<0.1 


3.4 


1.9 


3.7 


0.6 


0.4 


1.1 1 T 9 


2.1 


2.2 


2.5 


2.4 


3.4 


2.7 


2.9 


2.6 


2.3_-U7 


NOTES 



















The data cited above are part of the results of a major Interview sur 
prevalence, incidence, frequency, and situational content cf all types of 
population, race-to-face interviews were conducted with selected persona 
users 'are defined as those who have not used the drug In the past six taon 
those who use the drug fewer than six times per month, while regular user) 
use the drug at least six times per month. In addition to the categories 
the report are broken down by sex, employment status, age, ethnicity, soc: 
tlon, use characteristics, and concurrent regular use of other drugs. Fi! 
those given above sre cited for 16 regions In the state. The projections 
sent are based on relatively snail sub-samples (average size: 382). 



Population Surveyed 

Labor force in New 
York State, 1970 
(Ease Population: 
13,649,000) 



Ceog. 
Region 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 



Percentage of Employed Workers in the Listed Occupati 



Sample 
Size 



Mid-Atl Interview 7,378 



12J 



REFERENCES 



Minor 



Major 



Anti- 



Occupational Croup 












Barbi- 


Other 


Tran- 


Tran- 


deprai 




Marijuana LSD 


Methedrlne 


He ro In 


turates 


Scdat ives 


quilizers 


quilizers 


sants 


Professionals, 


Ever Used 


10.3 


1.4 


1.3 


0.7 


23.6 


11.2 


23.1 


4.3 


2.1 


technical workers, * 


Regular Use 


2.8 


0.1 


0.1 


0.2 


2.6 


1.2 


3.0 


0.2 




managers and owners 






















Clerical and other 


Ever Used 


12.4 


2.6 


2.4 


0.7 


20.8 


8.7 


23.2 


4.6 


2.1 


white collar workers Regular Use 


4.0 




u.2 


0.6 


1.6 


0.8 


5.7 


1.4 


0.3 


Skilled and semi- 


Ever Usea 


13.4 


2.8 


2.1 


1.4 


13.5 


7.6 


15.5 


2.6 


2,3 


skilled workers 


Regular Use 


3.6 


0.2 




0.3 


1.1 


0.9 


1.5 


0.6 . 


0.3 


Unskilled workers 


Ever Used 


14.7 


4.3 


3.0 


1.8 


13.4 


4.8 


14.1 


3.7 


1.5 




Regular Use 


5.2 


0.3 


0.3 


0.3 


2.1 


1.8 


3.1 


0.3 


0.3 


Service and protec- 


Ever Used 


9.8 


2.8 


2.0 


1.5 


15.2 


9.3 


17.5 


2.2 


0,7 


tive workers 


Regular Use 


4.0 


0.3 






3.7 


1.1 


4.3 


0.5 




Sales workers 


Ever Used 


13.6 


4.2 


2.4 


2.1 


32.0 


6.7 


25.0 


2.1 


1,7 




Regular Use 


$.6 


2.6 


0.7 


2.1 


12.3 


0.2 


4.3 


2.1 




Farmers 


Ever Used 


1.6 








6.S 


3.2 


3.2 


3.1 






Regular Use 












1.6 








Total employed 


Ever Used 


12.1 


2.6 


2.0 


1.3 


18.9 


3.6 


19.5 


3.2 


2.0 




Regular Use 


4.0 


0.3 


0.1 


0.5 


2.8 


1.0 


3.2 


0.7 


0.2 


Not Employed 


. n*-er Used 


2.0 


0.3 


n i 


0.5 


25.5 


8.6 


26.3 


3.0 


3. C 


Housewives 


'Regular Use 


0.2 


0.1 






2.4 


1.8 


5.3 


0.4 


0.6 


Clliei Not Employed 


Ever Used 


15.1 


3.9 


% o 


1.5 


17.3 


8.5 


14.6 


3.2 


2.5 




Regular Use 


5.8 


0.7 


0.7 


0.2 


3.1 


1.4 


3.8 


0.6 


0.2 


Total Not Employed 


Ever Used 


8.7 


2.2 


1.6 


0.9 


21.1 


8.5 


20.4 


3.1 


3.1 




Regular Use 


3.1 


0.4 


0.4 


0.1 


2.7 


1.6 


4.6 


0.5 


0.4 


Total 


Ever Used 


10.5 


2.5 


1.7 


1.1 


20.0 


8.6 


19.8 


3.2 


2.5 




Regular Use 


3.6 


0.4 


0.2 


0.3 


2.8 


1.3 


3.8 


0.6 


0.3 








NOTES 















111 Chambers, Carl D., Differential Drug Use Within the New York State Labor ForLe , 
V# Yorks New York State Narcotic Addiction Control Commission, 1971. 
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Chambers, CarUD. and Hcckman, Richard D. , "The fcctent^of Drug Abuse in-Business and 
.Industry".. On PP. 115-159 lf> Employee Drug Abuse: A Manager's Guide, for Action . 
Boston, Massachusetts; Cahners Books, 1972. 



The data cited above were derived from a supplementary analysis of th 
by Item No. 86. (References [11 and (2J contain essentially the same lnf 
"Not Employed" categories .ire omitted In [2].) "Ever Used" includes "For 
Users", and "Regular Users' . Also given in [2) arc figures on the percer 
each drug who use the drug vhiie at work. 



It* 

>1 lection Staple 

tchnlque Size 

iteipiew 7,378 



1,260 



Other 



Marijuana/ 
Hashish 


LSD 


Psycho- 
togens 


Met he - 
Urine 


. 

never Used 


87.7 


95.8 


95.8 


7D. J 


Former Users 


3.0 


1.0 


1.1 


1.0 


Infrequent Users 


4.0 


1.1 


1.0 


0.6 
0*3 


Regular Users 


3.5 


0^3 


0*1 




No data 


1.9 


1.8 


2.0 


1.9 


Never Used 


85.0 


94.8 


94.7 


95.6 


Former Users 


3.5 


1.1 


1.4 


1.1 


Infrequent Users 


4.4 


1.4 


1.2 


0.6 


Regular Uiers 


5.2 


0.5 


0.2 


0.3 


No data 


2.0 


2.1 


2.5 


2.3 



Solvents/ Barbit- 
Heroin Cocaine Inhalants urates 



i, James. A., An Assessment of Drug Use in t he General 
>rk State Nsrcotic Addiction Control Commission, 1971. 



Percentage of Population 
Minor Major 
-Tran- Tran- Anti- 
Other quil- quil- depres- 
sed at ive a izers izcrs i«ntn 



95.4 
2.0 
0.7 
0.1 
1.9 

94.5 
2.1 
1.2 

<0.1 
2.2 



96.4 
1.4 
0.2 
0.1 
2.0 

95.4 
1.9 
0.2 

<0.1 
2.5 



78.1 
12.8 
4.5 
2.6 
1.9 

79.2 
10.8 
4.1 
3.4 

•2.4 



88.4 
4.9 
2.5 
1.4 
2.8 

86.3 
5.0 
3.4 
1.9 
3.4 



77.9 
9.7 
6.4 
3.8 
2.2 

73.7 
8.2 
6.7 
3.7 
2.7 



94.5 
2.1 
0.7 
0.5 
2.3 

93.1 
2.7 
0.7 
0.6 
2.9 



95.3 
1.3 
0.9 
0.3 
2.2 

94.4 
1.4 
1.2 
0.4 
'2.6 



Item No. 8£ 

Non- Controlled Other 

Pep Diet Controlled (Non-> Stlmu- 
Pills Pills Narcotic* , heroin) lants 



82.2 
12.4 
3.2 
0.2 
2.0 

86.3 
8.8 
270 
0.3 
2.7 



91.9 
3.6 
1.9 
0.8 
1.8 

90.6 
3.4 
2.6 
1.1 
2.3 



8C.7 
7.8 
2.3 
1.6 
1.6 

87.9 
6.2 
2.3 
1.9 
1.7 



63.1 
24.6 
8.5 
1.4 
2.4 

68.6 
20.1 
7.4 
1.3 
2.7 



90.0 
6.3 
1.1 
0.1 
2.4 

91.6 
4.2 
1.2 
<0.1 
3.1 



97.2 
0.6 
0.2 
0.2 
1.8 

96.1 
1.0 
0.3 
0.5 
2.1 

KOTES 

The data cited above arc part of the results of a major Interview survey designed to UNNthi 
prevalence, incidence, frequency, and situational content of all types of drug use within the general 
population. Face-to-facc interviews were conducted with selected persons aged 14 and above. Forjner 
users ar* defined as those who have not used the drug in the past six months, infrequent users are 
those who use the drug fewer than six times per month, while regular users are those who currently 
use the drug at least six times per month. In addition to the categories cited above, the data in 
the report are broken down by sex, employment status* age, ethnicity, socioeconomic status, educa- 
tion, use characteristics, and concurrent regular use of other drugs. Figures corresponding to 
those given above arc cited for 16 regions in the.state. The projections which the figures repre- 
sent arc based on relatively small sub-samples (aversge sire: 382). 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 



Item No. 87 



Sample 
Size 



Interview 7,378 



12J 



Occupational Croup 

Professionals, 
technical workers, 
managers and owners 

Clerical and other 
white collar workers 

Skilled and semi- 
skilled workers 

Unskilled workers 



Service and ^protcc- 
tive workers 

Sales workers 
Farmers 

Total employed 

Not Employed 
Housewives 

Other Not Employed 
Total Not Employed 
Total 



Percentage of Employed Workers in the Listed Occupational Croup 
Minor Major Anti- 
Barbi- Other Tran- Tran- depres- 
Marijuana LSD Methedrlne Heroin turates Sedatives quilizers quilizers sants 



Ever Used 


10.3 


1.4 


1.3 


0.7 


23.6 


11.2 


23.1 


4.3 




8.3 


11.3 


11.7 


Regular Use 


2.8 


0.1 


0.1 

t 


0.2 


2.6 


1.2 


3.0 


0.2 




0.8 


2.0 


0.2 


Ever Used 


12.4 


2.6 


2.4 


0.7 


20.8 


8.7 


23.2 


4.6 


2.1 


7.0 


14.4 


4.8 


Regular Use 


4.0 




0.2 


0.6 


1.6 


0.8 


5.7 


1.4* 


0.3 


0.8 


2.S 


0.1 


Ever Used 


13.4 


2.8 


2.1 


1.4 


13.5 


7.6 , * ■* 


15.5 


2.6 


2.3 


5.8 


8.0 


5.1 


Regular Use 


3.6 


0.2 




0.3 . 


1.1 


0.9 


1.5 


0.6 


0.3 


0.4 


0.9 


0.2 


Ever Used 


14.7 


4.3 


3.0 


1.8 


13.4 


4.8 


14.1 


3.7 


1.5 


6.1 


7.7 


. 3.7 


Regular Use 


5.2 


0.3 


0.3 


0.3 


2.1 


1.8 


3.1 


0.3 


0.3 


0.3 


0.6 


0.3 


Ever Used 


9.8 


2.8 


2.0 


1.5 


15.2 


9.3 


17.5 


2.2 


0.7 


9.2 


7.4 


6.9 


Regular Use 


4.0 


0.3 






3.7 


1.1 


4.3 


0.5 




0.8 


0.5 


0.3 


Ever Used 


13.6 


4.2 


2.4 


2.1 


32.0 


6.7 


25.0 


2.1 


1.7 


5.9 


13.3 


7.3 


Regular Use 


8.6 


2.6 


0.7 


2.1 


12.3 


0.2 


4.3 


2.1 




1.4 


3.6 


0.9 


Ever Used 


1.6 








6.3 


3.2 


3.2 


3.1 




3.2 


1.6 


1.6 


Regular Use 












1.6 














Ever Used 


12.1 


2.6 


2.0 


1.3 


18.9 


8.6 


19.5 


3.2 


2.0 


6.9 


10.2 


6.9 


Regular Use 


4.0 


0.3 


0.1 


0.5 


2.8 


1.0 


3.2 


0.7 


0.2 


0.7 


1.6 


0.3 


.Ever Used 


2.0 


0.3 


0.3 


0.5 


25.5 


8.6 


26.3 


3.0 


3.8 


4.3 


18.9 


10.3 


Regular Use 


0.2 


0.1 






2.4 


1.8 


5.3 


0.4 


0.6 


0.3 


2.7 


0.0 


Ever Used 


15.1 


3.9 


2.8 


1.5 


17.3 


8.5 


14.6 


3.2 


2.5 


6.6 


8.1 


5.8 


Regular Use 


5.8 


0.7 


0.7 


0.2 


3.1 


1.4 


3.8 


0.6 


0.2 


1.6 


0.8 


0.0 


Ever Used 


8.7 


2.2 


1.6 


0.9 


21.1 


8.5 


20.4 


3.1 


3.1 


5.4 


13.3 


8.0 


Regular Use 


3.1 


0.4 


0.4 


0.1 


2.7 


1.6 


4.6 


0.5 


0.4 


0.9 


1.7 


0.0 


Ever Used 


10.5 


2.5 


1.7 


1.1 


20.0 


8.6 


19.8 


3.2 


2.5 


6.3 


11.5 


7.4 


Regular Use 


3.6 


0.4 


0.2 


0.3 


2.8 


1.3 


3.8 


0.6 


0.3 


0.8 


1.6 


0.2 






NOTES 























£r r| Ise VI thin the New York State Labor Force . New 
ccpn |y->",on Control Commission, 1971. 
Va C I\1 v> i D. , "The Extent of Drug Abuse in Business and 
59 _ > Drug Abusei A Kaiser's Guide for Action . 



The data cited above were derived from a supplementary analysis of the data in the report covered 
by Item No. 86. (References Ul and {2} contain essentially the saee Information, except that the 
"Not Eoployed" categories are omitted in (2).) "Ever Used" includes "Former Users'/. "Infrequent 
Users", and "Regular Users". Also given in [2J are figures on, the percentage of regular users of 
each drug who use the drug while at work. 

t , 



130 



13 



Population Surveyed 

747 enlisted men on active duty aligned 
at Fort Lee, Virginia. 
August 15-September 15, 1970. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

65-*item 

Croup-admin. 

questionnaire 



Uters of single drug type 
1-2 tiaes 
3-10 tines 
>10 times 



13 



Percentage of Reapot 
Marijuana Hallucinogens Stimulants 



9.8 
4.7 
4.2 



0.5 
0.1 
0.1 



1.5 
0.5 
0.1 



Multiple drug-user* 
1-2 tines 
3-10 tlocs 
>10 tines 



3.5 
3.9 
9.4 



4.3 
2.0 
1.6 



5.5 
3.0 
4.6 



Heroin users 
1-2 times 
3-10 tines 
>10 tines 



0.7 
0.4 
4.8 



1.6 
1.2 
2.1 



0.5 
0.5 
3.5 



RE FERENCE 

Creden, John v f. and Morgan, Donald W, 
Treatment in a Military Population" 
February 1972. 



, "Patterns of Drug Use and Attitudes Toward 
Archives of General Psychiatry . Vol. 26, pp. 113-117, 



NOTES 



>,4pto! 
xe\pn 
i vhlcl 
usera 

. r 0 k , uv ... u « u.«<> ».» accounts f 

column opposite these categories. Anonymity of respondents was preser 
the questionnsire. The paper also contains data on drug use In relatl 
istics (sge, race, marital status, education, rank, population of prim 
lega ^conviction a). 




Data 

Collection 
Technique 

19-itcm 
self-adoin. 
questionnaire 



Sample 
Site 

HSNA: 1171 
ANA: ' 962 
NSNA(NY): 158 
ANA(NY) ! 49 



Population Surveyed Region 

Persons attending con- Various 
vent ions of the National 
Student Nurses' Association 
(KSSA) and the American 
Nurses' Association (ANA) 
in Miami, Florida. , 
Spring 1970. 

REFERENCE 

Lipp, Martin R. . Benson, Saouel C. , and Allen, Patricia S., "Marijuana Use by Nurses and 
Nursing Students". American Journal of Nursing , Vol. 71, No. 12, pp. 2339-2141, December 
1971. s 



Past use 
Pest exposure 
Current use 



NOTES 



13 

45 
4 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana 
ANA N SNA (NY) 



3 
15 
1 



31 
67 
13 



AHA (NY) 
2 

18 
0 



Suznarlsed sbove are the data on marijuana use found in this pa] 
used fo denote respondents from New York State only. The paper also 
alcohol and cigarettes. As the authors point out, the staple In thl 
representative of nurses In general. 



Ceog. 

Population Surveyed Region 

Sixty-four percent of inmates South 
in the Dade County j3il, Dade Atl. 
County, Florida, April and 
Hay 1970. 

REFERENCE 

Edsundson, Walter F. ; Davics, John E. ; 
Drug Abuse Epidemiology in Prisoners". 
January 1972. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview and 

Physical 

Examination 



Sa&ple 
Size 



171 

25S 



Acker, Janes D.; and Myer, 
Industrial Medicine . Vol 



Bernard, "Patterns of 
41, No. 1, pp. 15-19, 




Percentage of Respondents 

Amphetamine 
Marijuana -Barbiturate 



White Hale 
Negro Male 



8.2 
10.0 



ii.7 
8.9 



The population surveyed consisted of all the prisoner© in Dads 
May 1970 who would consent to questioning regarding their personal 
the dats on extent of admitted orug use given in the paper. Other 
the paper Includes a breakdown of the above data by age groups, dsl 
tion patterns of regular drug use, sequential use of Illicit drugs 1 
matters, and socio-economic patterns. 



13 



duty Assigned 
970. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

65- item 
Group-adnin. 
quest ion na Ire 



Users of single drug type 
1-2 tines 
3-10 times 
>10 tines 



13<s 



Item No. 8B 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana JUlluc inoRcns Stimulant* Depressants Heroin 



9.8 
4.7 
4.2 



0.5 
0 1 
0.1 



1.5 
0.5 
0.1 



2.4 
0.9 
0.4 



Multiple drug-users 
1-2 tines 
3-10 tines 
>10 tines 



3.5 
3.9 
9.4 



4.3 
2.0 
1.6 



5.5 
3.0 
4.6 



5.9 
2.7 
3.9 



Heroin users 
1-2 tines 
3-10 tines 
>10 tines 



0.7 
0.4 
4.8 



1.6 
1.2 
2.1 



0.5 
0.5 
3.5 



0.5 
0.8 
3.2 



- 3.8 
1.2 
1.6 



* Donald W. 
b puis t Ion". 



, "Patterns of Drug Use and Attitudes Toward 
Archive* of Cencral Psychiatry . Vol. 26, pp. 113-117, 



NOTES 

The data cited above on the reported nunber of tines drugs were i'oed have been inferred, as 
percentages of the total nunber of respondents (747), fron data given in Table 1 In the paper. In 
Table 1, each percentage is related to the corresponding subgroup total as a base, which, as the 
suthor has indicated in a private coeaunlcatlon, tends to esphasize prominent subgroup differences. 
The above tabulation ft a presentation of the ssne data In a forn which facilitates comparisons 
between the studies cited in this compendium. The categories "users of single drug type" and ^ 
"multiple drug-users" do not include users of heroin, which accounts for the blanks in the heroin 
column opposite these categories. Anonymity of respondents was preserved in the adniniatration of 
the questionnaire. The psper also contains data on drug use in relation to demographic character- 
istics (age, race, marital status, education, rank* population of primary residence, and reported 
legal convict ions) . 
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Data 








Percentage of Respondents 




Ceog. 


Collection 


Sample 






f 


Marijuana 




Region 


Technique 


Size 




NSNA 


ANA 


NSNA (NY) 


ANA (NY) 


Various 


19- item 


NSNA: 1171 


Past use 


13 


3 


31 


2 




self-admin. 


ANA: 962 


Past exposure 


45 


15 


67 


18 




questionnaire 


NSNA (NY): 158 


Current use 


4 


1 


13 


0 



Item No. £9 



ANA(NY); 



49 



Samuel C. ; and Allen, Patricia S. , "Marijuana Use by Nurses and 
can Journal of Nursing. Vol. 71, No. 12. pp. 2339-2341, December 



stes 
Dsde 

id 



Ceog. 
Region 

South 
Atl. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview and 

Physical 

Examination 



Sample 
Size 



171 
258 



NOTES 

Summarized above are the data on marijuana use found in this paper. The notation (NY) is 
used to denote respondents fron Hew York State od1>. The paper also has data on current use of 
alcohol and cigarettes. As the sutler* point out, the sample in this study is not necessarily 
representative of nurses in general. 



Percentage of Respondents 
Amphetamine 
Marijuana, -Barbiturate 



White Male 
Negro Male 



8.2 
10.0 



11.7 
8.9 



Itea No. V0 



34.5 
17.8 



rles, John E. i Acker, Janes D. ; and Myer, Bernard, "Patterns of 
In Prisoners". Industrial Medlcln* . Vol. 41. No I. pp 15-19, 




NOTES 

The population surveyed consisted of all the prisoners In Dade County jail in April and 
May 1970 who would consert to questioning regarding their personal data. Summarized above are 
the data on extent of admitted drug use given In the paper. Other information available in 
the paper includes a breaUovn of the above data by age groups, data on. alcohol u»e,_conbina- 
tion patterns of regular drug use, sequential use of Illicit drugs, other health-related 
matters, and soc to-economic patterns. 



Population Surveyed 

Amy personnel in the 
ranks of E-l through 
LTC being processed 
into (incoming) and 
out of (outgoing) 
ths Republic of 
Vietnam. 
Movenber 1969. 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

46-item 

self-admin. 

questionnaire 



2.547 



Enlisted sen 
Nonuaera 

Users: Casual*** 
Heavy 
Habitual 

Total uaera 



Marijuana 
Incoalng Outgoing 



65.2 
17.9 
9.6 
7.3 
34.8 



B.V, 
68.6 
15.9 
8.0 
7.5 
31.4 



I. V.** 
49.9 
20.5 

II. 9 
17.7 
50.1 



Hallucinogens 
Incoming Outgoing 
B.V. I.V. 
91.3 
6.8 
1.5 
0.4 
8.7 



Percentile of Respondents 



Amphetamines 

Incoming Outgoing 
B.V. I.V. 



88.4 
8.1 
3.2 
0.3 

11.6 



94.7 
3.2 
1.6 
0.5 
5.3 



87.6 
9.2 
2.8 
0.4 

12.4 



87.6 83.8 
8.3 11.0 
2.9 4.0 
1.2 1.2 

12.4 16.2 



Barbtturatea 
Incoming Outgoing 
B.V. I.V. 



90.0 
6.5 
2.5 
1.0 

10.0 



88.6 
7.3 
2.5 
1.6 

11.4 



88.4 
7.8 
2.7 
1.1 

11.6 



Noncommissioned Offlcera 





Nonuaera 


95.8 


97.0 


95.0 


100 


99.0 


99.0 


100 


100 


98.0 


100 


100 100 




Users: Casual 


3.4 


2.0 


3.0 




1.0 


1.0 






1.0 








Heavy 


0.8 


0.0 


1.0 




0.0 


0.0 






1.0 








Habitual 


0.0 


1.0 


2.0 




0.0 


0.0 






0.0 






Before going to Vietnam 


Total uaera 


4.2 


3.0 


6.0 




1.0 


1.0 






2.0 






In Vietnam 


























Casual use: 1-20 tinea in previous year 


Company Crads & Warrant Off i 


cers 




















Hesvy use: 21-199 times in previous year 


Nonuaets 


89.7 


92.0 


98.4 


98.4 


100 


100 


97.0 


96.8 


98.4 


100 


98.4 98.4 


Habitual use: 200 or more tlmea in previous 


Users: Ca-tual 


10.3 


8.0 


1.6 


0.0 






3.0 


3.2 


1.6 




1.6 0.0 


year 


Heavy 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


1.6 






0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




0.0 1.6 




Habitual 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 






0.0 


0.0 


0.0 




0.0 0.0 




Total uaars 


10.3 


8.0 


1.6 


1.6 






3.0 


3.2 


1.6 




1.6 1.6 



Heroin/* 
Incoming 

95.7 
3.0 
1.0 
0.3 
4.3 



100 



Stanton, Morris Duncan, "Drug Use in Vietnam: A Survey Among \rmy Peraonnel in the two 
Northern Corps". Archives of Genersl Psychiatry . Vol. 26, pp. 279-286,, March 1972. 



Population Surveyed 

Enlisted men (E-6 snd below) 
at Long Blnh, Vietnam. 
Au*gust 1967. 



Dsts 

Collection 
Technique 

Anonymous 
questionnaire 



Number of 
Respondents 



58', 



100 



NOTES 

The quostionnsire vss snonyoously presented to more thsn 80X of tt 
ranks of E-l and Lieutensnt Colonel being processed into and out of Vi< 
Battalion in Cae Ranh Bay during one week. Of the aample of 2,547 quai 
for technical reaaona and 114 were rejected because of an age-rank sell 
tion rate of 6.9X. Field Crsde Officers (Majors and Lieutensnt Colonel 
1st ion since they reported no drug Use other thsn bsrbiturstes. 



Any ute while in Vietnam 
Used 20 times or more 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana 

30 
7.5 



Psychiatric pstlents in the 4th 
Infantry Division, Plelku. Vletruta. 
October 1968. 



50 



Any use while in Vietnam 
Uaed more than 5 tinea 



56 
30 



Surgical patients in the 4th 
Infsntry Division, Plelku, Vietnam. 
October 1968. 

Americal Division, Chu Lai, Vietnam 
Psychiatric patients 
Ceneral medical patlenta 
General medical patients 
Soldiers leaving Vietnam 

(date not given) 

Enlisted nen leaving Vietnam 
at Cam Ranh Bay. 
Pall 1969. 



Anonynoua 
questionnaire 



Anonymous ^ 
q*j«stionnsire 



Anonynoua 
questionnaire 



100 



46 

46 
268 
23* 



500 



Any usa 

Uaed mora than 5 tinea 



Any ute while in Vietnam 



Any use while in Vietnam 
Uaed 20 tinea or mora 



35 
17 



52 
33 
36 
28 



50 
25 



^lr borne soldiers in 11 Corps, 
Vietnam. Early 1970. 



Anonymous 
questionnaire 



1,076 



Any use while in Vietnsa 
Used more than once or twice 



68 
31 



Colbach, Edwsrd, "Marijuana Use by Gls in Viet Nan" 
Vol. 128. No. 2. pp. 204-207, August 1971. 



ERIC, 



13„ 



The data sumarlzed sbovs are based on s review 0 f ths profess 
medical peraonnel. They pertain to attempts made by profaaaionala I 
the extent of marijuana uaa in Vietnam. The author esphaaitaa ths I 
are lover thsn those often put forward by the mass oedis. He *1§ 0 I 
relationship between rank And marijuana usa, i.e., marijuana usals 
snd senior noncommissioned officers. 4 4\1 

13h 



Item No. 11 



Isctlon Stop It 

NilW Site 



etlon 
slque 

admin.* 
•tlonnaira 



2,547 



Percentile of Respondents 

Marljusna Hallucinogens Aaphetaalnes , Barbiturates Heroln/Morphlnc Opium 

Incoming Outgoing Interning Outgoing Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing Incoming Outgoing 



Enlisted men 




B.V.* 


I.V.** 




B.V. 


I.V. 




B.V. 


I.V. 




B.V. 


I.V. 




B.V. 


•I.V. 




B.V. 


I.V. 


Nonusers 


65.2 


68.6 


49.9 


88.4 


91.3 


94.7 


87.6 


87.6 


83.8 


90.0 


88.6 


88.4 


95.7 


97.5 


97.8 


94.5 


93.7 


82.6 


Users: Caaual*** 


17.9 


15.9 


20.5 


8.1 


6.8 


3.2 


9.2 


8.3 


11.0 


6.5 


7.3 


7.8 


3.0 


1.1 


1.4 


A. 6 


4.4 


9.8 


Heavy 


9.6 


8.0 


11.9 


3.2 


1.5 


1.6 


2.8 


2.9 


4.0 


2.5 


2.5 


2.7 


1.0 


1.1 


0.6 


0.9 


1.0 


5.8 


Habitual 


7.3 


7.5 


17.7 


0.3 


0.4 


0.5 


0.4 


1.2 


1.2 


1.0 


1.6 


1.1 


0.3 


0.3 


0.2 


0.0 


0.9 


1.8 


Total users 


3A.8 


31.4 


50.1 


11,6 


8.7 


5.3 


12.4 


12.4 


16.2 


10.0 


11.4 


11.6 


4.3 


2.5 


2.2 


5.5 


6.3 


17.4 



Noncommissioned Officers 



In previous year 
In previous year 
— tlmea In previous 



»rs 



Nonusers 


95.8 


97.0 


95.0 


100 


99.0 


99.0 


100 


100 98.0 


J00 


100 100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


99.0 


Users: Casual 


3.4 


2.0 


3.0 




1.0 


1.0 




1.0 
















1.0 


Heavy 


0.8 


0.0 


1.0 




0.0 


0.0 




1.0 
















0.0 


KJbltusl 


0.0 


1.0 


2.0 




0.0 


0.0 




0.0 
















0.0 


Totsl users 


4.2 


3.0 


6.0 




1.0 


1.0 




2.0 
















1.0 


Compsny Cradt & Wsrrsnt Officers 






























Nonusers 


89.7 


92.0 


98.4 


98.4 


100 


100 


97.0 


96.8-98.4 


100 


98.4 98.4 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


100 


Users: Casual 


10.3 


8.0 


1.6 


0.0 






3.0 


3.2 1.6 




1.6 0.0 














Heavy 


0*0 


0.0 


0.0 


1.6 






0.0 


0.0 o.o 




0.0 1.6 














Habitual 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 


0.0 






0.0 


0.0 0.0 




0.0 0.0 














Total ussrs 


10.3 


6.0 


1.6 


1.6 






, 3.0 


3.2 1.6 




1.6 1.6 















ug Usa In Viatnam: A Survey Among Army Personnel In the two 
pf Cenersl Psychiatry . Vol. 26, pp. 279-286, March 1972. 



The qusstlonnslre wss anonymously presented to more than 802 0 f the Amy personnel between the 
ranks of E-l and Lleutensnt Colonel being processed into and out of Vietnam at the 22nd Replacement 
Battalion In Cam Ranh Bey during one week. Of the sample of 2,547 questionnaires, 61 were rejected 
for technicsl ressons and 114 were rejected becsuse of «n age-rank selection criterion, for a rejec- 
tion rate of 6.9X. Field Crsde Officers (Majors and Lleutensnt Colonels) were oslttcd from the tabu- 
let Ion since they reported no drug use other than barbiturates. 



Item Ko. 92 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Anonymous 
questionnaire 



Number of 
Respondents 

584 



Any use while in Vietnam 
Used 20 times or more 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana 

30 
7.5 



4th 

Vietnam. 



50 



Any use while In Vietnam 
Used more than 5 tines 



56 
30 



h 

Vietnam. 



Anonymous 
questionnaire 



100 



Any use 

Used more than 5 times 



35 
17 



Anonymous 
queatlonntlre 



46 
46 

268 
234 



Any use while In Vietnam 



52 
33 
36 
28 



Anonymous 
questionnaire 



500 



Any use while in Vietnam 
Used 20 times or mors 



50 
25 



Anonymous 
questionnaire 



1,076 



Use by Old in Viet Nam". Aaerlcsn Journal of Psychistry . 
7, August 1971. 



ERJC Kio 



Any use while in Vietnsm 68 
Used more than once or twice 31 

NOTES 

The data "uaeurlzed above ars based on s review of the professional writings of Army 
medical personnel. They pertain to attempts made by professionals to formally determine 
the extent of marljusna uss in Vietnam. The author emphaslsss the feet thtt the figures 
sre lower than ^hose often put forward by the mass medls. Hs slso notes a marked inverse 
relationship between rank and marijuana use, l.e marijuana use Is not common among officers 
and senior noncommissioned officers. 



f 



134 



Population Surwyed 

Military prisoner* (not 
represent stive of any 
military unit) at Long 
Binh Stockade, Vietnam. 
June 1967. 

Hen leaving the two 
souther*' or pa areaa 
in Vietnam. Fall 1967. 

Enlisted men at Fort 
Sill, Oklahoma. 
January-April 1969. 

Soldier* entering and 
departing Vietnam. 
Autumn 1969. 



Soldlera at Fort 
Carson, Colorado. 
Spring 1970. 

Soldiera in 173rd 
Airborne Brigade, 
Vletnac. March 1970. 



13.) 

Nunber of 
Respondent a 



Not given 



Approximately 
4 percent of 
indicated 
population 

5.000+ 



1,000 entering 
and 1,000 
departing 
Vietnam 

684 



1,064 



Convicted for other than drug offense*: 

Ever Used 
Marijuana offenders: 

First used in civillsn life 



Ever Used 

Used while in Vietnam 



Ever U«ed 



Ever Used: 

Entering Vietnam 

Departing Vietnam 
Used nwrc thsn 20 times 

Frequency of use: 

More thsn oitfe/week 
More thsn once/week 

but less thsn once/aonlh 

Ever Used 

Used st least once/veek 
First tried In Vietnam 



REFERENCE 

Baker, Stewart I., Jr. (Col., MC), "Drug Abuse in the United Ststes Army** 
th« Kev York Acsdemv of Medicine, Vol. 47, No. 6, pp. 541-549, June 1971. 



Bulletin oj 



Population Surveyed 

Adulta In San Francltco, 
California. Late 1967, 
early 1968. 



Ceog. Community 
Region Type 

Pacific Urban 



Data 

Collection Sample 

Technique Size . 

Interview 346 



Adulta in Contra Coata Pacific Suburban Interview 424 

County, California. 

1969. 



REFERENCE 

Claln, Ira H. and Manheiser, Dean I., -Marijuana Use Among Adulta in a Urge City and 
Suburb 1 *. Anna la of the New York Academy of Sciences . Vol. 191, pp. 222-234, Decenber 
31, 1971. 



ERIC 



136 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana Heroin Oplua 



63 



31.7 
28.9 



24 1.5 



31 
46 
13 



68 
31 

22 * 
NOTES 

The data compiled above were obtained through aeveral ao 
the results of which sre summarized in this paper. As the co 
on the use of marijuana. The paper is concerned mainly with 
U.S. Army to control drug abuse. 



Per cents go 



Married with Children: 

Protestant or Catholic 

Other or No Religious Affiliation 
Unmarried or Childless Married: 

Protestant or Catholic 

Other or No Religious Affiliation 

Total 

Married with Children: 

Protestant or Catholic 

Other or No Religloua Affiliation 
Unmarried or Childless Married t 

Protestsnt or Catholic 

Other or No Religious Affiliation 

Total 

NOTES 



The figures cited above pertain to the percentages of re] 
groups who had used marijuana. The esmplee cited sre for thsj 
since the great majority of people who hsd used sarijuans wed 
total sample e&ployed in the survey included men and women bsl 
(1,028 in San Francisco and 1,164 in Contra Coata). Stratifll 
used and the completion rate waa 851 in each case. Ths two m 
21 months apart, and the author a diacuaa the possibility that: 
results could be due in part to a time-related effect. They j 
combinations of character la t let* were sssocisted with use In tj 
While the major zero-order correlstes of use were slmilsr, tty 
terms of these correlates was quite different In the two local 
all use rates wss a result of the interactions among the cortl 
lying dissimilsrities. 



Number of 
Respondents 

Hot given 



Convicted for other than J run of feme*: 

Ever Used 
Marijuana offenders: 

Flrtt used In civilian life 



Approximately 
4 percent of 
Indicated 
population 

5.0CHH 



Ever Vied 

Uied while in Vietnam 



Ever Used 



1,000 entering 
snd 1,000 
departing 
Vietnam 
684 



1,064 



Ever Uied: 

Entering Vietnam 

Departing Vietnam 
Uied more than 20 tlaes 

Frequency of use: 

More than on*e/week 
More than once/week 

but lei* than oncc/aonth 

Ever Uaed 

Uied at least once/week 
Firat tried In Vietnaa 



Sol.. MC). "Drug Abuse in the United States Amy". Bulletin of 
ladle Inc . Vol. 47. No. 6, pp. 541-549, June 1971 • 



Ceog. 
R* H Ion 

Pacific 



Community 
Type 

Urban 



Data 

Collection Sasple 
Technique , Site 



Interview 



346 



Pacific 



Suburban 



Interview 



424 



Mr, Dean I., "Marijuana Vst Among Adults in a Large Citv and 
tew York Acadeay of Sciences . Vol. 191. P?. 222-234. D*ceaber 



ERLC 



I tea Nu. <l% 

Percentage of Respondents 
Heroin Oplua ^t^Jpec Oisi , 



31.7 
28.9 



24 1.5 



31 
46 
13 



20 
5.* 



68 

31 6 
22 6 

NOTES 

The data couplled above were obtained through several anonyooua cuestlstmalre ayrveya. 
the results of which are summarized In this pap*r. Ai the cospilatlon show., emphasis was 
on the uae of marijuana. The paper, ii concerned oainiy with the steps being take© by the 

U.S. Aray to control drug sbuie. . 

= * I tea So. 94 

Percentage of Respondents 
Karlluana 

Married with Children: 

Protestant or Catholic J* 

Other or No Rellgloua Affiliation 16 
Unaarried or Chlldleis Married! 

Protestant or Catholic ** 

Other or So Religious Affiliation *0 
Total 29 

Married with Children: 

Protestant or Catholic J* 

Other or No Religious Affiliation 26 
Unaarried or Childless Married: 

Protestant or Catholic J* 

Other or No Reilgloui Affiliation '50 

Total 29 



S'OTES . . 

The figures cited above pertain to the percentages *f rrepoadenti in the iftiUsteJ 
groups who had used marljua-*. The sasplea cited are fvr the *ge gr^ i*-*JA >ears. 
since the great aajortty of people who had uied marijuana were In that fsna«- The 
total sample eaployed In the survey Included aen snd wooen bstweea the ages of 18 and 74 
(l';028 in San Francisco and 1.164 In Contra Costa). Stratlftedprcba»>tltty aaapilng was 
used and the completion rate was 855 in each caie. The two survsys were coadacted ab«ut 
21 months aparr and the authors discuss the poiilbillty that the difference! in the 
results could be due In part to a time-related eff«ct. They conclude that different 
combinations of eharac te« lstlcs were associated with use In th* etty^a-4 its suburbs. 
While the major zero-order correlates of use were similar, the population distribution in 
teres of these correlates was quite different In the two locales. The similarity i« <*ver- 
ail^use rates was a result of the Interactions aaong the correlates snd eaiked the under- 
lying dissimilarities. 



Population Surveyed 

Ghetto youths in a work 
training pro gran In 
ncrthern California. 
1967. 



Ceog. 
Region 

Pacific 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview 
Follow-up 
Interview 



REFERENCE 

Lipscoab, 
Vol. 127, 



Wendell R. 
No. 9, pp. 



f "Drug tse in a Black. Ghetto" 
1166-1169, March 1971. 



Ase clean Journal of Psychiatry , 



* Percentage of Ret 

Marijuana Hallucinogens An pheti 

Ever use,d 54 '5 

Dropouts: Used before prograa 37 
Used after prograa 33 
Failed test: Used before prograa 40 
Used after prograa 45 
Passed t*sst: Used before progras 31 
Used after prograa 44 
i 

NOTES 

Sursarited above are the data on drug abuse found in this paper, 
alout 76 percent of the population studied. The author feels that the 
because of the clrcuastances of their collection. He also indicates tt 
to those found in several other studies which he cltes^ In the follow- 
were questioned about earijuana only. The categories ''failed test" and 
apprenticeship test given upon coapletlon of the -training. A conciliate 
little effect on success or failure In the work training progras. 
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Data 


















Collect lor. 


Nuaber of 








Percentage of Respondents 




Population Surveyed 


Technique 


Respondents 


Frequency of Use 


Marijuana 


LSD 


Arphetaalnes 


Barbiturates 


Kcroln 


1301 Navy enlisted men 


42-1 tea 


1301 


1-5 tlaes 


10 


4 


6 


3 


« 2 


stationed at one of 


oultlple choice 




6-10 tlaes 


2 


1 


1 


1 


<1 


five bases in the 


quest lonnalre 




11-15 tlaes " 


> 


<1 


2 


<1 


<1 


Pcnsacola, Florida 






16-20 tines 


3 


<1 


1 


2 - 


<1 


area. 






N 21 tines 


8 


2 


4 


<1 


<r 


(Date not given) 
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Bucky, Steven F , The *fo latlonshtp Bet w een Past Background and Drug Use NAMRL-113S, Naval 
Aerospace Medical Research Laboratory, Naval tirospace Medical Institute, Naval Aerospace 
Medical Center, Pensacola, Florida 32512, Jvm 28. 1971 (AD-735 102). 



The data cited above have been inferred, as percentages of the to 
dents, froa data given in the report for four eutually exclusive drug 
respondents had taken the questionnaire voluntarily and anonymously; 
given as to how the respondents were selected. Out of an original gr 
asked to cake the questionnaire, 207 refused, leaving the net nuaber 
The questionnaire was a aodlflcatlon of a standardized pdychlatrlc in 



Population Surveyed 


Ceog. 
Re R lon 


Coccunlty 
Type 


Data 

Collection 

Technique 


Frequency of Use' 


• Marijuana 


Percentage of Respondents 


Hashish 


LSD 


Aaphetaalnei 


Patients at the West 


Pacific 


Urban 


300 questionnaires • 


Never A 


8.9 


22.7 


31.1 


34.9 


Hollywood Youth Clinic 






100 interviews 


Tried It 


7.2- 


10.7 


15.1 


18.7 


Los Angeles County, 








Once a aonth or less 


* 7.7 


17.4 


13.3 


12.1 


California. 








2 to 4 tlaqa a aonth 


10.1 


13.0 


7.4 


3.4 


(Date not given) 








Every weekend or norc 


19.7 


11. 0 . 


2.5 


4.9 










Every day • 


30.3 


11 * 


0.0 


• 4.4 










No longer use It 


10.3 


11. 5 


24.2 


18.3 



REFERENCE 

Minkowski, Wllllaa L. ; Weiss, Robert C; and Heldbredcr, 0. A., 
Problea — A Rational Approach to Youthful Drug Use and Abuse". 
Vol. 11, No. 7, pp. 176-381, July 1972. 



M A View of the Drug 
Cllc.lca* Pediatrics, 




13/ 



not sore, than three separate contarts with the di * 

NOTES 

Suanarlzed above are the data on drug use found In this paper, 
adolescents and young adults froa all soclo-cultural level* and ethnil 
with lower-alddle and alddlc class root*. The 300 patients were selti 
questioning, and the 100 Interviewees were psrt of the 300. Anonym It; 
guaranteed. The paper includes a discussion of the distinction betw« 
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Ceog. 
Pacific 



Dsta 

Collection 
Technique 

Interview 
Follov-u? 
interview 



S«=p I e 
Site 

74 

86 



Cse in a Slack Ghetto"- American Jotimal of Psychiatry . 
1169. March 1971. 



Eve,r used 

Dropouts: U6ed before prograa 
Used after progras 
Failed test: Used before progras 

Used after prograa 
Parsed test: Used before progran 

Used after prograa 



Percent «Re of Respondents 
Marijuana Hallucinoge ns Aaphetaglnes Barbiturate s 

54 5 20 4 

37 

33 

40 

45 

31 

44 



■SOTES ; 

S uau rlied above are the data on drug abuse found in this paper. The sasplc of 74 constituted 
about 76 percent of the population studied. The author feels that the d-«.a are unusually reliable 
because of the drcuastances of their collection. He also indicates that the figures are cosparable 
to those found in several other studies which he cites. In the follow-up interviews^ the trslnees 
were questioned About aarijuana only. The categories "failed test" and "passed test" refer to an 
apprenticeship test given upon completion of the training. A conclusion is that drug use had very 
little effect on success or failure in the work training prograa. 
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Data 

Collect lor. 
Technique 

42-1 tea 

■ultlple choice 
questionnaire 



Suaber of 
Respondents 



Frequency of Cse 

I- 5 tisses 
S-10 tises 

II- 15 tiae* 
16-20 tlaes 
^21 tises 



Clonshlp Between Pa«t aaclcRround and Drag Use XAMRl-1135, Naval 
; Laboratory.' Naval .ctospace Medical Institute, Savsl Aerospace 
Florida 32512. Jun-- 23. 1971 (AD-735 102). 



Marijuana 


LSD 


Amphetamines 


Barbiturates 


Heroin 


10 


4 


6 


3 


2 


2 


1 


1 


1 


<1 


1 


<1 


2 


<1 


<1 


3 


<1 


1 


2 


<1 


8 


2 


4 


<1 


<1 


NOTES 








% 


The data 


cited 


above have been Inferred, as percentages 


e 



total number of respon- 
dents, froa data given In the report for four autually cxcl«u> ug user groups. The 
respondents had taken the questionnaire voluntarily and anonjv . no information is 
given as to how the respondents were selected. Out of an orlg) . roup of 1508 who were 
asked to take the questionnaire. 207 refused, leav'ing the net nuabcr of respondents of 1301. 
The questionnaire was a codification of a stsndardized psychiatric Interview questionnaire. 
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Ceog. 
Region 

Pacific 



Community 
Type 



Data 

Collection 
Technique 

300 que«tlonntIres 
100 interviews 



[as, Robert C . and Heidbreder, C A 
roach to Youthful Drug f, se and Abuse" 
July 1972. 



"A View of the D-ug 
mnlral Pediatrics, 




Marijuana 


Hashish 


LSD 


Asphctasines 


Barbiturates 


Heroin 


8.9 


22.7 


31.1 


34.9 


40.8 


9.4 


7.2 


10.7 


15.1 


18.7 


18.8 


12.0 


7.7 


17.4 


13.3 


12.1 


5.3 


2.3 


10.1 


13.0 


7.4 


3.4 


5.9 


1.1 


19.7 


11.0 


2.5 


4.9 


7.6 


1.2 


30.3 


11.0* 


0.0 


4.4 


3.6 


1.7 


10.3 


11.5 


24.2 


18.3 


17.7 





Frequency of Use 

Sever m 
Tried it 

Once a aonth or less 
2 to 4 tlaes a aonth 
Every weekend or aore 
Every day 
So longer use it 

* not acre than three separate contacts with the drug 
.VOTES 

Summarized above arc the data on drug use found In this paper. The population consisted of 
adolescents and young adults froa all soclo-cuttural levels and ethnic origins, but aostly white 
with lowcr-aiddic and alddlc class roots. The 300 patients were selected at rsndoo for written 
questioning, and the 100 interviewees were psrt of the 300. Anonyalty of the respondents was 
guaranteed. The paper includes a discussion of the distinction between drig use and drug sbuse. 

1 



Data 

Geog. Collection Nisaber of 
Population Surveyed Region Technique Respondents 

Adolescents in Ohio East Question- 132 

* (Date not given) North nalre 275 

Central 645 
953 
982 
1063 
563 
189 
149 
130 
92 
67 
23 



2660 
2595 



4106 
997 

1674 
2071 
1461 

1494 
2140 
440 
1121 



R£FER£MC£ 

Coddlngcon, Dean and Jacobsen, Robert, "Drug 
Use by Ohio Adolescents— An Epldeniologic Study." 
The Ohio State Medical Journal , pp. 481-484, May 
1972. 



Percentage of Respondents 
Marijuana LSD Other Hallucinogens" Methedrlne 



Age 


X— OX 


~*6x 


l-6x 


>6x 


l-6x 


>6x 


l-6x 


>6x 


12 


3 


1 


0.6 


0.0 


3*2 


0.0 


1.4 


0.0 


13 


2 


2 


0.7 


1.2 


2.5 


1.0 


1.4 


0. 7 


14 


'3 


3 * 


1.5 


0.8 


2.0 


2.9 


1.3 


1.7 


15 


4 


8 


2.0 


2.4 


3.5 


3.0 • 


3.0 


3.0 


tt> 


5 


10 


3.3 


2.7 


4.9 


4.1 


3.4 


4.1 


W 


6 


9 


3.0 


1.6 


4.5 


3. 1 


2.9 


2.8 


IS 


11 


8 


2.6 


2.8 


5.V 


2.6 


3.0 


4.2 


19 


9 


14 


2.0 


1.7 


2.7 


2.0 


3.6 


2.1 


20 


10 


12 


2 . 7 


0.0 


U.l 


1.3 


2.5 


2.7 


21 


17 


12 


J.O 


0.6 


5. 4 


1. 6 


3. 7 


3 t 1 


22 


18 


13 


1.1 


4 4 5 


3^5 


3.0 


1.0 


3.3 


23 


17 


12 


3.0 


0.0 


7.5 


2 .8 


0.0 


2 1 3 


24 


14 


12 


0.0 


0.0 


4.2 


0.0 


o!o 


0.0 


Sex 


















Male 




0.67 




2.29 




3.76 




3.45 


Fecial e 




b.2x> 




1.50 




J. 97 




2.08 


Color 


















White 




6.62 




1.77 




2.31 




2.35 


Black 




10.84 




2.51 . 




5.U 




3.^2 


Residence 


















Urban 




8.37 




2. IS 




4.^ 




3.53 


Suburban 




10 90 




"> 37 




3.19 




3.62 


Rural 




1.5S 




0.62 




0.62 




0.62 


Religion 


















Catholic 




2.54 




0.80 




1.07 




1.20 


Protestan* 




6.07 




1.59 




2.80 




2.33 


Jewish 




11.82 




0.68 




1.36 




0.45 


Hone 




13.20 




3.48 




5.17 




5. 33 


NOTES 



















The figures on drug rtic by afie were read, as closely ac possible, froa 
6 in this paper. The notation l-6y oeans use froa one to six tines; >6x dei 
six tines. The data on dru.<? use uore than six tines by sex, color, resided 
found in Table 1 in the paper. Ri-*idence refers to the type of conaunity li 
spent nost of the last ten years. Under religion, "none" Includes response! 
where no indication was given. 

The authors state that questionnaires were distributed throughout sevel 
order to obtain a representative saaplc of the youthful population. The qw 
presented to Junior high and high school students and collected anonymously, 
graduate college students, sone cedlcal students, and sone adolescents In tl 
Center (Colunbus, Ohio) were included. Of 5,318 conplcted forms, 5,299 ver< 
the analysis of data. Ho further detslls on the survey or the questionnain 
paper. 
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atlon Surveyed 

scents in Ohio 
not given) 



Ceog. 
Region 

E.13 t 

North 
Central 



Data 
Collection 
Technique 

Question- 
naire 



Nunbcr of 
Respondents 

132 
275 
645 
953 
982 
1063 
563 
189 
149 
130 

92 

67 

23 

2660 * 
2595 

4106 
997 

1674 
2071 
1461 

1494 
2140 
440 
1121 



LSD 





l-6x 


>6x 


l-6x 


>6x 


12 


3 


1 


0.6 


0.0 


13 


2 


2 


0.7 


1.2 


14 


3 


3 


1.5 


* 0.8 


15 


4 


8 


2.0 


' 2.4 


16 


5 


10 


3.3 


?.7 


17 


6 


9 


3.0 


1.6 


18 


11 


^8 


2.6 


2.8 


19 


9 


14 


2.0 


1.7 


20 


10 


12 


2.7 


0.0 


21 


17 


12 


3.0 


0.6 


22 


IB 


13 


1.1 


4.5 


23 


17 


12 


3.0 


0.0 


24 


14 


12 


0.0 


0.0 


Sex 










Male 




9.67 




2.29 


Female 




5.28 




1.50 


Color 
White 












6.62 




1.77 


Black 




10.84 




2.51 


Residence 










Urban 




8.37 




2.15 


Suburban 




10.90 




2.17 


Rural 




1.56 




0.62 


Religion 








0.80 


Catholic 




2.54' 




Protestan' 




6.07 




1.59 


Jewish 




11.82 




0.68 


Hone 




13.20 




3.48 



Percentage of Respondents 

Other Hallucinogen? Methedrii 
>6x 



Othe 
l-6x 



3.2 
2.5 
2.0 
~3.7 
4.9 
4.5 
5.9 
2.7 
4.7 
5.4 
3.5 
7.5 
4.2 
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NOTES 
6 

six 

found 

spent nost of the last ten years. 

tt" analys^o. data. No further details on the survey or the questionnaire are given in the 
paper. 
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